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Reader, | 
F thou blame me for writing again, on 
a Subje&t which 1 have written on ſo 
oft, and {ſo lately (ſpecially in my 
Life of Faith, and Diſputations of 
Juſtification) I thall not blame thee for fo 
doing; but I fhall excuſe my felt by telling 
thee my reaſons. 1. The occaſion is many 
loud accuſations of my ſelf, of which I have 
before given an account, I publiſh it, be- 
cauſe I ſee the Contention ſtill ſo hot in the 
Church of Chriſt, and mens Charity de- 
ſtroyed againſt each other ; one {ide calling 
the other S$:ci»1axs,and the other Libertines, 
(who are neither of them Chrifiazs)and if I 
miſtake nor, for the moſt part in the dark 
about oxe Phraſe,and that of mens deviling, 
rather than about the ſence : But if indeed ir 
be the ſence that they differ about, it's time 
to doour beſt to reftifie ſuch Fundamental 
Errours. 
1 find that all ofus agree in all the Phraſes 
of Scripture. And a Mans Sence is ng 
way known but by his expreſſions ; The 
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| qveſtion i is then, Which is the neeeſſa Phraſe 
which we muſt expreſs our ſence by > We 
all ſay that to Believers, Chriſt is made our 


Righteouſneſs; We are made the Righteouſneſs 
of God in him ; He hath ranſomed, redeemed 


#5, 454dJY acrifice for our ſins, a price; He hath 


merited and obtained eternal edemption for 
us, that Sin is remitted, covered, not im- 
puted, that Righreouſneſs is Reckoned or Im- 
putea to us; that Faith is Imputed to us for 
Righteouſneſs, and any thing elſe that is in 
the Scripture. But ll this will not ſerve 
to make us Chriſtians ! What is wanting 2 

Why, we mult ſay that Chriſts Righteouſ- 
eſs is Imputed to us as ours, aud that Chriſt 
fatisfied for our fins 1 Well ; The thing fig- 
nified ſeemeth to us true and good and 
needful, ( though the Scripture hath as good 
words for itas any of us can invent.) We 
conſent therefore to uſe theſePhraſes,ſo be ic 
you put no falſe and wicked ſence on them 
by other words of your own: Though we will 
Rot allow them to be neceſſary, becauſe not 
in Scripture; (And we are more againſt ad- 
ding new Fundamental Articles of Faith ta 
the'Scripture, than againſt adding new Or- 
ders, Forms or Ceremonies). But yet it 
will not ſcrve : what is yet wanting * Way, 
we mult hold theſe words in a right ſenſe ! 
What? yet Zre not your own deviſed 
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words a ſufficient expreſſion of the matter f 
When we have opened thoſe words by other 
words, how will you know that we uſe thoſe 
other words in a Tight ſence, . and ſo 17 infins- 
tun, Our ſence is,that Righteouſneſs is Im- 
puted FO HS, that is, we are accounted Ri ghte- 
ous, becauſe for the Merits of Chriſts total 
fulfilling the Conditions of his Mediatorial Go- 
venant with the Father, by his Habitual Ho: 
linefs, bis Aual Perfeit Obedience, and his 
Sacrifice;or ſatisfattory Suffering for our ſins in 
our ſtead, \fxeely without any merit or Conditi- 
onal att-of mans, God hath made an Ai of Ob- - 
livion and Deed of Gift, pardoning all ſin, 
juſtifying and adopting and giving Right to 
the Spirit and Life eternally to every one that 
belitevingly accepteth Chriſt and the Gifts 
with and by and from him, And when we 
accept them, they are all ours by virtue of this 
purchaſed Covenant-Gift. This is our thort 
and plain explication, But yet this will 
not ſerve: Chriſtianity is yet another thing. 
What is wanting? Why, we muſt ſay,that 
Chriſt was habitually and actually perfectly 
Holy and Obedient, Imputatively in aur par- 
ticular Perſons, and that each one of #s: did 
perfectly fulfil that Law which requireth 
perfect Habits and Aits in and by Chriſt impu- 
tatively, and yet did alſo in and by him ſuffer 
our ſelves Imputatively for not fulfilling it,and 
2 2: 


| | The PREFACE. 
| ih Imputatively did our ſelues both ſatisfy God's 
{if Fuftice and merit Heaven ; and that we have 
F our ſelves Imputatively a Righteouſneſs of per- 
fect Holineſs and Obedience as ſinleſs, and 
muſt be juſtified by the Law of Innocency, or 
Works, as having our ſelves imputatively ful- 
filled it in Chriſt, And that this 1s our ſoleRigh- 
reonſneſs ; and that Faith it ſelf is not imputed 
ro us for Righteouſneſs, no not a meer particular 
ſubordinate Righteouſneſi, anſwering the Con- 
aitiongl part of the new Fuſtifying Covenant, 
AS 11” A to our participation of  Chri, and 
hes freely given Righteouſneſs. And mult al} 
this go into-our Chriſtianity ! But where is it 
written ? who deviſed ite was it in the an- 
cient Creeds and Baptiſm? Or known in 
the Church for five thouſand years from the 
Creation 2 I profeſs I take the Pope to be 
no more to be blamed for making a new 
Church-Government,than for making us ſo 
is many new Articles of Faith : 'And I will 
(| rot juſtifie thoſe that Symbolize with him, 
it or imitate him in. either. 
J - But yer many of the men that do this,are 
W J00d' men in. other reſpects : and I love 
Wo their zea/ that doth all this evil, as z# zs for 
| God and the honour of -Feſus Ghrift, though 
EL love it not as blind, nor their Errour or 
their Evil. But how hard is 1t to know what 
'Spirit we are of! Bur it 1s the ___ 
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| The PREFACE. | 
miſchief which their blind zeal doth; that 
maketh me ſpeak ; That three or four of 
them have made it their -practice to back- 
bice my ſelf, and tell People, He holderh 
dangerous opinions; He is erroneous in: the 
point of Fuſtification. And his Books are un+ 
ound and have dangerous Doctrines ; He lea- 
veth the old way of Fuſtification, he favoareth 
Socinauiſm, and luch-like: this is a ſmall 
matter comparatively. Back-biting and 
falſe reports, are the ordinary fruits of bitter 
contentions Zeal, and the Spirit of a Sect as 
ſuch doth uſually ſo work(yea to contulion 
and every evil work,)when it hath baniſhed 
the Zea/of Love and of Good Works. Fam 
3. 14,15, 16. Tit. 2. 14: And 1 neves - 
counted it any great loſs to their followers, 
that they diſlwade them from the reading of 
my writings (as the Papiſts do their Proſe- 
| Iytes) as longas God hath bieſt our Land 
with {o many better. vs 1 
But there are other effects that command 
me once again to ſpeak to them. 1. One 15, 
that I have good proot of the lamentablz 
Scandal of ſome very hopeful Perſons of 
quality, who by hearing ſuch language from 
theſe men, have bin'ready to turn away from 
Religion, and ſay, Ii they thus ter againſt 
and condemn one another, away with them 
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2. Becauſe divers great Volumes and 0- 
ther {ad Evidence tells me that by their in- 
vented ſence of Imputation, they have tem- 
pted many Learned men todeny Imputation 
of Chriſt's Righteouſneſs abſolutely, and 
bitterly revile itas a moſt Libertine Irreli- 
yore Doctrine. 

Bur above all, that they do ſo exceed- 
egy confirm rhe Papiſts. [muſt profeſs that 
bejdes carnal Intereſt aud the ſnare of ill Edu- 
cation, | do not think that thers.s any thing 
in the World that maketh or harducth and 
confirmeth Papiſts more, and hindreth their 

reception of the Truth, than theſe ſame well- 
meaning people that are molt zealous againſt 
them, by two means : 1. One by Diviſi- 
ons/and anrulineſs in Chandpactaos by 
which they perſwade men,eſpecially Rulers, 
that without ſuch a Center as the Papacy, 
there will be no: Union, - and without ſuch 
Viil-wce as theirs,there will be no Rule and 
Order. Thus one extreme doth breed and 
ſeed another. 2. Theother is by this un- 
ſound ſence of the Doctrine of Imputation of 
Chriſts Righteouſneſs, (with an' unſound De- 


ſeription of Faith ) ) laying rbat every man 


15 to believe lt as Gods word (or fide diving) 
that 1115s 9wn fins are pardoned, which when 
the Papiſts read (thar,theſe men make it one 
of the chief Points of our diflerence from 


Rome,) 


The PREFAGE. 
Rome,) doth occaſion them to triumph and 
reproach us, . and confidently diſſent from 
_ us inall thereſt,. '1 find'in my felt that my 
full certatnty that they err in Tranſubſtan- 
tiation and ſome other points, doth greatly 
reſolve me to neglect them at leaſt, or ſuſpect 
them in the reſt which ſeem more dubious. 
And when:the Papiſts find men moſt grofly 
erring in the very point where they lay the 
main ſtreſs of the difference, who can ex- 
pect otherwiſe, but that this ſhould make 
them deſpile and caſt away our Books, and 
take us as men ſelf-condemned and already 
vanquithed,and diſpute with us with the pre- 
judice as we do with an Arrian or Socinian'? 
They themſelves that caſt away our Books 
becauſe they diſſent from us, may teel in 
themſelves what the Papsſts are like to do 
on this temptation. 

4. And it is not tobe diſregarded, that 
many private perſons nor ſtudied in theſe 
points, are led away by the Authority of 
theſe men (for more than Papiſfs believe as 
the Church believeth) to ſpeak evil of the 
Truth, and fintully to Backbite and Slan- 
der thoſe Teachers, whom they hear others 
ſlander : and to ſpeak evil of the things 
which they know not, And toſee Gods 
own Servants ſeduced into Diſaffectiox and 
abuſe and falſe Speeches againſt thoſe Mini- 
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ſters that do moſt clearly tell them the truth, 
is 2 thing not filently to be cheriſhed by a- 
ny that are valuers of Love and Goncord a- 
mong Chriſtians,and of the Truth and their 
Brethrens Souls, and that are diſpleaſed 
with that which the Devil is moſt pleaſed 
and God diſpleaſed with. Theſe are my 
Reaſons, ſubmitted to every Readers Cen- 
ſure; which may be as various as their Ca- 

pacitics, Intereſts or Prejudices. 
My Arguments in the third Chapter I 
have but briefly and haſtily mentioned, as 
dealing with the lovers of naked Truth, who 
will not retuſe it when they ſee it in its ſelt- 
evidence. But they that deſire larger proot, 
may find enough in Mr. Gataker and Mr. 
Wottox de Reconcil, and in John Goodwin of 
Fuſtification, (It they can read him without 
prejudice), From whom yetl differ in theMe- 
ritorious Cauſc of our Juſtification,and take 
in the habitual and actual Holineſs of 
Chriſt as well as his Sufferings,and equal in 
Merits; and think that pardons it ſelf is meri- 
ted by his Obedience as well as by his Sati5fa- 
{roa:To lay nothing of ſome of his too harſh 
expreſſions, about the Impuration of Faith, 
and nun-imputation of Chriſts Obedience, 
which yer in ſoine explications he mollity- 
&th, and ſheweth thar his ſence is the ſame 
with theirs chat place all our Righteouſneſs 
in 
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m remiſſion of Sin; ſuch as{befides thoſe af: 

ter-mentioned) are Muſculus, Chamier, and 
abundance more : And when one faith that 
Faith is takex properly, and another that 
it is taken Relatively in Imputation, they 
ſeem to mean the ſame thing : For Faith 
properly taken is eſſentiated by its Objet ; 
And what Chr:/#'s Office is, and what F azrh's 
Office is, I find almoſt all Proteſtants are 
agreed in ſence, while they differ in the 
manner of expreſſion, except there be a real 
difference in this-point of ſimple Perſoxating 
us in his perfect Holineſs, and making the 
Perſon of a Meaiator to contain eſſentially irs 
ſenſu Civilt the very Perſon of every ele(t ſin- 

ner,and every ſuch one to have verily been and 
done, in ſenſu civili,wbat Chriſt was and did. 

I much marvel to find that with moſt the 
Imputation of Satisfaction is ſaid to be for 
Remifſſion of the penalty, and Imputarion of 
perfect Holineſs tor the obtaining of the Re- 
ward Eternal Life; and yet that the far 
greater part of them that go that way ſay, 
that Imputation of all Chriſts Righteouſneſs 
goeth firſt as the Cauſe, and Remiſſjon of Sin 
followeth as the Effect : So even Mr. Robo- 
rough pag. 55.andothers. Which ſeemeth 
to me to have this Sence, as it God (aid to a 
Believer, [1 ao repute thee to have perfectly 
fulfilled the Law tn Chriſt, and ſo to bz no ſip- 


ner, 
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ner, and therefore forgive thee all thy ſin,] In 
our {ence it is rrue and runs but thus FI do 
repute Chriſt to have been perfectly juſt habitu- 
ally and aitually in the Perſon of a Meatator 
#nthe Nature of Man, and to have ſuffered as 


if he had been a ſinner,in the Perſon of a SJpon- 
ſor,by his own Conſent, and that in the very 


placezand tead of jinners ; and by this to have 
fatistyed my Juſtice, and. by. both to have 
merited free Fuſtification and Life,' to be 


grven by the nw Covenant to all Believers : 


And thou being a Believer, I do repute thee 


juſtified and aaopted by this ſatisfactory and 


meritorious Kyghteouſneſs of Chriſt, and by 
thu free Covenant-Gift, as verily and ſurely as 
if thou haaſt done it and ſuffered thy ſelf. 


For my own parr I tind by experience, 


that almolt all Chriſtians that I talk with of 


it, have juſt this very notion of our Juſtifi- 
cation waich I have expreſled,till ſome par- 
ticular Diſputer by way of Controverlie 
hath chruſt tne other notion into their mind, 
And for peace-ſake I will ſay again, what I 
have elſewhere ſaid, that I cannot think bur 
that almoſt all Proteſtants agree in the ſub- 
ſtance of this point of Juſtification (though 
ſome having not Acutenels enough to form 
their NVotivas of it rightly, nor Humility e- 
naughn 0 ſuſpect racir Underſtandings, 
wriang'e 4000t {+ or 45, luppoling it tobe a- 
bout 
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bout the Muzreyr) 5 Becauſe I find that all 
are agreed, 1. That no Elect Perſon is Ju- 
- ſtified or Righteous by Imputation while he 
is an Infidel or Ungodly (except three or 
four that ſpeak contuſedly,ind ſupport the 
Antinomians)2 That God doth not repute us 
to have done whatChriſ(t did in our 2ndividu- 
al natural Perſons Phyſically: The Controver- 
fte is abouta C:vi/ perſonating. 3. That God 
judgeth not talſly. 4. That Chriſt was nor 
our Delegate and Inſtrument ſent by us to 
do this in our ſtead, as a man payeth his 
debt by a Servant whom he ſendeth with the 
money. 5. That therefore Chriſts Righte- 
ouſneſs is not Imputed to us, as if we had 
done it by him as our Inſtrument. 6. That 
all the fruits of Chriſts Merits and Satisfa- 
ction are not ours upon our firſt believing» 
(much lefs before). But we rece1ve them by 
degrees : we have new pardon daily of new 
lins: We bear caſtigatory puniſhments, e- { 
ven Death and Denaals, or loſs of the grea- 
ter aſſiltance of che Spirit : Our Grace is all 
unpcricct, &c. 7. That we arc under a Law 
(and not left ungoverned and lawleſs) and 
that Chriſt is our King and Judge : And 
this Law is the Law or Covenant of Grace, 
containing, beſides the Precepts of perte&t 
Obedicnce to the Law natural and ſuperad- 
ded, a (Gift of Chriſt with Pardon and Life ; 
| - but 
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but only on Condition that we thankfully 
and believingly accept the Gift; And threat- 
ning non-liberation, and a far ſorer puniſh- 
ment,to all that unbelievingly and unthank- 
fully reje& ic. -8. That therefore this T e- 
ſtament or Covenant-Gift is God's Inſtru- | 
ment, by which he giveth us our Right to 
Chriſt and Pardon and Lite: And no man 
hath ſuch Right but by this Jeſtament- 
Gift. 9g. That this, (called a Teſtament, 
Govenant, Promiſe, and Law in ſeveral re- 
ſpedts) doth, belides the Conditions of our 
firſt Right, impoſe on us Continuance 
in the Faith, with ſincere Holineſs, as 


| the neceſſary Condition of our conti- 


nued Juſtification, and our actual Glori- 
fication. And that Heaven is the Re- 
ward of this keeping of the new Cove- 
nant, asto the order of Goas Gollation,though 
as to the value of the Benefit, it is a Free 
G:ft,purchaſed,merited and given by Chriſt, 
10. That we ſhall all be judged by this 
Law of Chriſt. 11. That we ſhall all be 
judged according to our deeds ; and thoſe 
that have done good (not according to the 
Law of Innocency or Woitks, but accord- 
ing to the Law of Grace) thall go into ever- 
laſting life,and thoſe that have done evil(not 
by meer ſin as fin againſt the Law of Inno- 


cency) bur by not keeping the Conditions 
of 
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of the Law of Grace, | ſhall go into ever- 
laſting punithment. The ſober reading of 
theſe following texts may end all our Con- 
croverſie with men that dare not groſly make 
void the Word of God, Rev. 20. 12,13. 
22.12. 2.23.) 123. That is be Tus 
fied at the day of Judgment, is, to be ad- 
Judged to Life Eternal, and not condemned to 
Hell. And therefore ro be the cauſe or 
condition that we are Fudged to Glory, and 
the Cauſe or Condition that we are Fu#t:- 
fred then, will be all one. 13. That to 
be Fudged according to our deeds, is to be 
Fnutified or Condemned according to them, 
14. That the great tryal of that day (as 1 
have after ſaid) will not be, whether Chrift 
hath done his part, but whether we have 
part in him, and ſo whether we have belie- 
ved, and performed the Condition of that 
Covenant which giveth Chrift and Lite. 
15. That the whole ſcope of Chriſt's Ser- 
mons,and all the Goſpel,calleth us from fin, 
on the motive of avoiding Hell, (after we 
are reputed Righteous) and calleth us to 
Holineſs, Perſeverance and overcoming,on 
the motive of laying up a good Foundati- 
on, and having a Treaſure in Heaven, and 
zetting the Crown of Righteouſneſs. 16, 
That the after-fins of men imputed Righte- 
ous deſerve Hel), or at leaſt temporal 
 puniſh-. 
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puniſhments, and abatements of Grace and 

Glory. 17. That after ſuch fins, eſpecially 
'  hainous, we muſt pray for Pardon, and re- 
pent that we may be pardoned, (and not ſay 
I fulfilled the Law in Chriſt as frommy 
birth to my death, and therefore have no 
more need of Pardon.) 18. That he that 
ſaith he hath no fin, deceiveth himſelf, and 
isalyar. 19. That Magiſtrates muſt pu- 
niſh ſin as God's Officers ; and Paſtors by 
Cenſure in Chriſts name ; and Parents alſo 
 intheir Children. 20. Thatif Chriſts Ho- 
lineſs and perfec# Obedience, and Satisfaction 
and Merit, had bin Oars in Azght and Imp,- 
tation, as fmply and abſolutely and fully as it 
was his own,we could have no Guzlr,z»o need 
of Pardon, no ſuſpenſion or detention of the 
proper fruits - it, no puniſhment for lin, 
(ſpecially not ſo great as the with-holding 
of degrees of Grace and Glory); And many 
of the conſequents aforeſaid could not have 
followed. 

All this I think we are all agreed on ; and 
none of it can with any face be denied by 
2 Chriſtian. Andit ſo; 1. Then whe- 
ther Chriſts perfect Holineſs and Obedience, 
and Sufſerings, Merit and Satisfaction, be all 
givcn us, and imputed unto us at our firſt 
believing as Our own in thevery thing it 
ſclt, by a full and proper Tz#4c to the _ 


ly 
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Oronly ſo imputed to us, as tobe judged 4 
juſt cauſe of giving us all the effetts in the de- 
grees and time forementioned as Goa pleaſeth, 
let all judge as evidence ſhall convince 
them. 2. And then, whether they do well 
that thruſt their deviſed ſence on the 
Churches as an Article of Faith, let the 
more impartial judge. 

I conclude with this confeſſion to the 
Reader, that though the matter of theſe 
Papers hath been thought on theſe thirty 
years, yet the Script 1s ha#ty, and defe- -/ 
ive in order and fulneſ(s; 1 could net have 
leiſure ſo much as to afhx in the margin all 
the texts which ſay what I aflert: And ſeve- 
ral things, eſpecially the ſtate of the Caſe, 
are oft repeated. Butthat is, leſt once read- 
ing ſuffice not to make them obſerved and 
underſtood ; which if many times will do, 
I have my end. It any ſay, that I ſhould 
rake time to do things moxe accurately, I 
cell him that I know my ſtraights of time, 
and quantity of buſineſs better than he doth; 
and I will rather be defective in the mode 
of one work, than leave undone the ſub. 
ſtance of another as great. | 


July, 20. 1679, Richard Baxter, 
. 1he 
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E* Apoſtles days : In the following Ages. Auguliime 
and his followers Opinion. ' The Schoolmen. Lus 
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that Chrifts Aftive aud Paſſive Obedience is impu> 
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ture. Gataker, Uther, axud Vines read aud 4ap- 
proved my Confeſſion of Faith. Placeus his VWri= 
tings and trouble about the Imputation of Adam's 
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accuſing the dofrine of Imputed Righteouſneſſk, The 
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bout the ſenſe of Imputed Righteouſneſs 1, The forne 
of Baptiſm. 2. The Apoſtles Creed. 3. The Nicene 
and Conltantinopolitan Creed. 4. Athanalius's 
Creed, 5. The Fatherg ſenſe : Laurentius his 
Colledtions : Damaſus bts Creed, 6. The Augu- 
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' 20s, 4s our fin was t0 him. Molin#us : Mare- 
* fius, Vaſſeur, Pellarmine is conſtrained to agree 
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' clear,” and ſufficient Treatiſes on this ſubjett ; vir. 
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3. Mr. Truman's Great Propitiation. 4. Pla- 
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plainly. Forty three Reaſons briefly named. 
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Of the Imputation « of Chriſts Righteouſneſs 
(Material OT Formal) to Believers: 


ID hether we are Ted erſonally to have ſuffered on 
the Croſs, and to have / tisfied God*s Fuſtice for our 
own ſins,and to bave been habitually perfedily Holy, 
and Actually perfely Obedient, in Chriſt, or by 
Chriſt, and ſo 16 have merited, our own Fuſlificathoun 

and Salvation. And whether Chriſt s Righteouſneſs 
Habitual Abitive and Paſſive, be ſlrifily made our 
own Righteouſneſs, in the very thing it * of ſimply 
Imputed to us,og only be made ours in the effefts,and 
Righteouſneſs Imputed 10 us when we believe, be- 
cauſe Chriſt bath ſatisfied and fulfilled the Law, 
and thereby merited it for wm. The laſt is armed, 
and the two firſt Deeſtions denied, 


2 - Have ſaid ſomuch of this Cibject 
FI 2Ircady in my Confeſſion, but ef- 
ol pccially in my Diſputations of 
= Juſtification, and in my Life-of 
Faich chat T thought not to have 
meddlcd with it-any more 3 But 
{omebccaſions tel} me that it is 
not yet needleſs, wmongh thoſe that have moſt need 
will not read it. - But while ſome of: them hold, 

that nothing which they account a Truth about the 
Form and Manner of Worſhip is to he filenced for the 
Churches peace, they ſhould grant to me that Real 


B 3 | Truth 


Truth {o near theFoundation(in their own account) | 
15 got to be falenced when it tenderb unto Peace. + 

In opening my thoughts on this ſubject I ſhall 
xeduce all to theſe Heads. 1. I ſhall give the brict 
Hiſtory of this Controvexſie. 2.. I ſhall open the 
true fate of it, and affert what is to be afſerted,and 
deny what is to be denied. 3. Iſhall give you the 
Reaſons of my Denials. 4+. I ſhall anſwer fomc 
ObjcRions. 


1+: -* CHAP, 
The Hiſtory of the Controverie. 


$1. JN the Goſpel it (elf' we have firſt Chriſt's 
| Dofirane delivered by his own mouth. And 
in that there is ſo little faid of this Subject 
that I find few that will pretend thence to reſolve. 
the Controverſie, for Imputation in the rigorous 
ſence. The ſame I fay of the Ads of the Apoltles, 
and all the reſt of the New Teſtament, except Pals 
Epiltles. 
The Apoſtle Pa!, having to dp with the Fews, 
who could not digeſt the equalizing of the Gemiles 
with them, and ſpecially with the faRtious Jewiſh 
Chriſtians, who thought the Gentiles muſt become 
Proſelytes to Moſes as well as to Chriſt, it they 
would be Juſtihed and Saved, at large confuteth 
this opinion, and freeth the Conſciences of the 
Gentile Chriſtians from the Impolition of this yoke | 


{as alſo did all the Apoliles, 4G, 15.)And in his ar- 
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guing,proveth that'theMoſalcal Law is fo far from 
being neceſſary to the Juſtification of the Gentiler, 
that Abraham and the Godly Fews themſelves were 
not Juſftified by it, but by Feith's And that by the 
works of it (and conſequently not by the works of 
the Law or Covenant of Innocency, which no man 
ever kept) no man could ever be juſtified : And 
therefore that they were to look for Jaltiication by 
Chriſt alone, and by Faith in him, or by meer 
Chriſtianity z which the Gentiles might have as 
well as the Jews, the Partition-wall being taken 
down, This briefly is the true ſcope of Pant 1n theſe 
Controverl1es. | 

$2. But inPaxPs own days, there were ſome- 
things in his Epiſtles which the unlearned and un- 
ſtable did wreft,as they did the other Scriptures, to; 
their own defiruQtion, as Peter tells us, 2 Pez. 2. 
And it ſeemeth by the Epiſtle of Fames, that this 
was part of it : For he 1s fain there earneſtly to dif- 
pute againft ſome, who thought that Faith without 
Chriſtian works themſelyes, would juſtifie, and 
flatly affirmeth, that we are Fuſtified by Works, and 
not by Faith only; that is, as it is a Praftical Faith, 
in which is contained a Conſent or Covenant to obey, 
which firſt putteth us into a juſtified ſtate 3 fo it 1s 
that Praftical Faith aftually working by Love, and 
the anal performance of our Covenant, which by 
way of Conditions neceſſary to our Fuſtification, as 
Continued and as Conſummate by theSentence of Fudg- 
ment. Againſt which fentence of James there is 
+ not a ſyllable to be found in Pal. Bur all the Scrip- 
ture agreeth that all men ſhall be Fadged, that is, 
Faultified or Condemned, according to thezr workg. 


Bur it 15 not this Controverſte (between Faith and 
"Be Works) 
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Works) which I am now to ſpeak to, having, done 
it enough heretofore. 

$ 3- From the days of the Apoliles till Pelagius 
and Azguftine, this Controverſie was little meddled 
with : For the truth is, the Paſtors and Doors 
took not Chriſtianity in thoſe days for a matter of 
Shcolaſtick ſubtilty, but of plain Faith and Piety. 
And contented themſelves to ſay that Chriſt dyed 
for our fins,and that we are Juſtifed by Faith ; 8) 
that Chriſt was made unto us Righteouſneſs, as he 
was made to us Wiſdom, Sanaihcation and Re- 
demption. 

4. But withal thoſe three fixſt Ages were fo 1n- 
tent upon Holineſs of Life, as that they addicted 
their DoGrine.,their Zeal, and their conftant endea- 
vours to it : And particularly to great ayſterities to 
their Bodies, 1n great Faſtings, and great contempt 
of the World, and exerciſes of Mortification, to 
kill their flethly Luſts, and deny their Wills, and 
Worldly Intereſts 3 to which end at laſt they got in- 
to Wilderneſſes, and Monalicrics, where, in F afting 
and Prayer.and a ſingle Iife, they might live as it 
were out of the World, while they were in it; 
(Though indecd perſecution firlt drove them thither 
to ſave themſelves. )Into thele Deſerts and Monaſtc- 
ries thoſe went that had moſt Zeal, but not uſually 
moſt Knowledg : And they turned much of their 
Do&rine and diſcourſes about theſe Auſterities,and 

about the practices of a GodlyLife,and about all the 
Miracles which were (ſome really) done, and 
(ſome feigned) by credulous foft people ſaid to 
be done among them. So that in ” theſe ages molt 
of their writings are taken up, 1. Indefending 
Chriftianity _m— the Pts which was the 
kh | , work 

\ R 


"C97 
work of the Learned DoQtors, 2. And in confu- 
ting ſwarms of Herefics that fprung up. 3, And 
in matters of Charch-order, and Fecleſ aſtical and 
Monaſtical diſcipline. 4. And in the precepts 


of a 
Godly Life : But the point of Imputation was nat 


only not meddled with diſtin&ly, but almoſt all the 
Writers of thoſe times, ſecm to give very much to 
Mans free-will, and to works of Holineſs, a adj ſuffer- 
ings, making too rare and obſcure mentiovn' of the 
diſtin& Intereſts of Chriſts Merits in our Juſtificati- 
on, atleaſt, with any touch upon this Controverlie: 
"A 0> generally holding Pardon, and Grace'and Sal- 
vation only by Chriſts Sacrifice and Merits 3 though 
they ſpake moſt of Mans Holineſt, when they cal- 
led men to ſeek to make ſure of Salvation. _ 
' Ys. And indeed at the day of Judgment, the 
queliion to be decided, will not Hoo Whether Chriſt 
dyed and did his part, but, Whether we believed and 
El birh and did our part: Not, Whether Chriſt 
performed his Covenant with the Father; but, Whe- 
ther we performed our Covenant .with him : For 
It 1s not Chriſt that is to be jadged, but we by 
Chriſt. 

& 6. Put Pelagi nd Anenlbine dilpurin about 
the Power of NatulF andFreewill and the Geace of 
Ghriſt, began to make it a matter of great Ingenu- 
ity (as Eraſmus ſpcaketh) to be a Chriſtian. Pe- 
lagius (a Brittain, of great wit, and continence, 
and a good and ſober life,as Auſtin ſaith, Epiſt. 120.) 
ſtifly SE prded the Power of Nature and Freewill, 
i made Grace to confilt only 1n the free Pardon 
of all fin through Chriſt, and in the Dofrine and 
Perſwaſions only to a holy lite for the time to come, 
with Gods common ordinary help. Auguſtine cop!- 
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( 10) 
ouſly (and jufily) defended God's ſpecial eternal 
Ele&ion of ſome,and his ſpecial Grace given them 
to*make them repent and believe, and preſevere : 
(For though he maintained that ſome that were truc 
Beli-vers, Lovers of God, Juſtified and in a ſiate of 
Salvation, did fall away and periſh, yet he held 
that none of the Eled did fall away and periſh 3 And 
he maintained that even the Juſtified that fell a- 
way, had their Faith by a ſpecial Grace above na- 
cure.) Vid. Auguſt. de bono Perſever. Cap. 8, & 9, 
&+ de Cor. & Grat. Cap. 8, & 9. & alibi paſſim. 

. $7. la this their Controverſie, the point of Ju- 
ſtification fell inco frequent debate ; But no Con- 
troverſie ever aroſe between them, JYhether Chriſt's 
perſonal Righteouſneſs conſidered Materially or For- 
mally, was by Imputation miade ours as Proprietors 
of the thing it ſclf,diſtin& from its effe&s; or, Whe- 
ther God reputed us to have fatished and allo per- 
fealy obeyed in Chriſti, For Awguſtine him(elf, 
while he vehemently defendeth free Grace,ſpeaketh 
00 little even of the Pardon of fin : And though he 
ſay,that Free Pardon of ſins 15 part of Grace, yet he 
maketh Fuſtification to be that which we call San- 
&ification, that makcs us inhe@Fntly Righteous or 
new-Creatures,by the operation of the Holy Ghoſg: 
And he thinketh that this 15 the Juſtification which 
Pazxl plcadcth to be of Grace and not of works 
yet including Pardon of fin, and confeſſing that ſome- 
times to Juſtifie, fignificth in Scripture,not to make 
juſt, but to judp juſt. And though 1n it (elf this 
be but de nomine, and not de re; yct, 1. no doubt but 
as to many texts of Scripture Auſtin was miſtaken, 
though ſome few texts Beza and others confels to 
be taken in his ſence: 2+ And the expoſition of 
many 
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many texts lieth upon it. But he'that took Juſti- 
fication to be by the operation of the Holy Ghoſt 
giving us Love to God, could not take it to be by 
Impuration in the rigorous {ence no queſtion 3 nor 
doth de re. 8 - 
$ 8. But becauſe, as ſome that, it ſeems, never 
read Awguſtine, or underſtood not plain words,have 
nevertheleſs ventured confidently to deny what I 
have ſaid of his Judgment in the points of Perſeve- 
rance (in my Tra& of Perſeverance)(o,it's like ſuch - 
men will have no more warineſs what they ſay in 
the point of Juſtification 3 I will cite a few of Aa- 
guſtia's words among many,to ſhow what he took 
 Jaſtification to be, though I differ from him de 
nomine, | : | 
Nec quia rei ſunt corde, ſed etiam ut reti ſint 
corde,pretendit Fuſtitiam ſuam, gui juſtificat impiuns 
—— Duo motu receditur ab illo fonte vite, cujus fo- 
lins hauſtu juſtitia bibitur, bona ſcil. vita. Aug, de 
Spir. & Lit, Cap. 7. F 
Deus eſt enim quioperatur in ers & velie & operart, 
pro bona voluntate. Hec eſt Fuſtitia Dei, | bod eft, 
quam Deus donat homini quum juſtificat impinm. 
Hanc Det juſtitiam ignorantes ſuperbi Fudei, & ſuam 
volemtes conſtitnere, juſtitie Dei non ſunt ſubjefti. —- 
Dei quippe dixit Juftitiom, que bomint ex Deo eſt, 
ſuam vero, quam putant ſibi ſuficere ad factienda man- 
data ſiue adjutoris & dono ejus qui legem dedit.. His 
ante ſimiles ſunt qui cum profiteantur ſe eſſe Chriſt i- 
anos, ipfi gratie Chriſti ſic adverſantur ut ſe humanis 
viribus divina exiſtiment implere mandata-Epiſt. 120. 
CaP. 2I. © 22. & Epllt. 200. 
Et de Spir. & lit. c. 26. FaGores muftificabumur: 
—— Non tanquam per 9vera, nam per Gratiam juſt:- 
ficentur : 
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ficentur : Cum dicat Gratis juſtificari hominem per fi- 
dem fine operibus legis, nihilque aliud velit intelligi,zn 
eo quod dicit Gratis, nift quia juſtificationem oper non 
precedunt : Aperte quippe alibi dicit, ( gratia, jam 
non ex operibns : alioquin gratia non eſt gratia. Sed 
fic intelligendum eſt, faGores Legis juſtificabuntur,ut 
ſciamas eos non eſſe fattores legis mf juitificentur \ ut 
non juſtificatio fattoribus accedat, ſed fatiores legis 
Juſtificatio precedat : Quid eſt enim alind Fuſtificatt, 
quam Juſti fatti, ab illo ſcilicet qui juſtiftcat Impium, 
ut ex impio flat Juſtus ? —— Aut certe ita dictum eſt, 
 Tuſtificabuntnr, ac ſi diceretur Fuſti habebuntur, juſtt 
utabuntur. 

Et 1bid. cap. 29. Gentes qua non ſeabantur juſti- 
tiam apprehenderunt juſtitiam, Fuſtitiam autem que ex 
fide eſt ,impretraudo eam exDeo,non ex ſerpſis preſumen- 
do , Ijrael vero perſequens legem juſtitie, in legem ju- 

| fatie, non pervenit : Duare? Qua non ex fide, 

ſed tanquam ex operibus : id eft tanquam cam 
per ſerpſos operantes 3 nou in ſe credentes operari 

Deum. Dew eft enim qui operatur in nobis —— 

Finis enim legis Chriltus &t omni credenti. Et ad- 
huc dubitamus que ſint opera legis, quibus homo 
non Juſtificatur , ſi ea tanquam ſua credederit fine ad- 
jutorio & dono Det, quod eft ex fide Feſu Chriſti —— 
Ut poſit homo facere boua & Sana, Deus operatur in 
hemine per fidem Jeſu Chriſti, qui finis ad Tuſtitiam 
omni cred:nti : 1d eſt, per Spiritum mcorporatus fa- 
Auſque membrum ejus, poteſt quiſque Ulo incrementun 
intrinſecus daute, operari juſtitiam. Tuſtificatio 
autem ex fide impetratur —— In tantum juſtus, in 
quantum ſaluus. Per banc enim figem credemus, 
quod etiam nos Deus a mortyis excttetzinterim Spiritu, 


ut in novitate ejass gratie temperanter & juſte &- pie 
| U1145 
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vivamus in hoc ſeculo — qui in ReſurreAione ibs con- 
gra, hoc eſt, in Juſtificatione precedit : —— C. 30+ 
Fides impetrat gratiam qua Lex impleatur. —— 

Cap. 28, pag- 315» Ibt Lex Dei,non ex omni parte 
delata per injuſtitiam, profelto ſcribitur, rexvata, 
per gratiam : Nec iftam inſcriptionem, que Fuſtifica- 
tio eſt,poterat efficere in Fudeis Lex in tabulis ſcripta. 

| Tbid. Cap. 9. pag: 307, 308. Fuſtitia Dei mani- 
feftata eſt : non dixit, Fuſtiria hominis vel juſtitia pro- 
prie voluntatis.ſed juſtitia Dei > Non qua Des juſtns 
eſt 3 ſed qua induit, hominem cum juſtificat impiam. 
Hec teſtificatur per Legem & Prophetas. Hmic quippe 
teftimonium perbibent Lex & Prophete. Lex quidem 
hoc ipſo, quod jubendo, & minando, & neminem ju- 
ſtificando, ſatis indicat dono Det juſtificari hominem 
per Adjutorium Spiritus —— Fultitia autem Det per 
fidem- Feſu Chriſti, hoc «ſt, per fidem qua Creditur in 
Chriftum : ſicut autem ijta fides Chrifl: dia non eſt, 
qua Credit Chriſtus, fic & illa Fuſtitia Dei non qua 
Fuſtus eſt Deus. Utrumque enim Noftrum eſt ſed ideo 
Dei & Chriſti dicitur quod ejus nobss largitate donatur. 
—— Tuſtitia Dei ſine lege ejt.quam Deus per Spiritum 
Gratiz Credenti confert ſme adjutorio begis. —— Fu 
tificati gratis per gratiam ipſius - nou quod fine volun- 
tate noftra fiat, ſed voluntas noſtra oftenditur infirma 
per legem, ut ſanet Gratia Voluntatem, @ ſanata v9- 
luntas impleat Legem- —— Et cap. 10. Confugiant 
per fidem ad Fuſtificantem Gratiam, & per dounm 
Spiritus ſuavitate juſtitie deleGati, panam liters mi- 
nantis evadant. Vid. Ep. 89. q. 2+ Et lib. 3. ad 
Bonifac. c. 7. 

Et Tra. 3. in Joan. when he ſaith that, Om- 
nes qui per Chriſtum Fuſtifieati jujti, non in ſe, ſed in 
i110; he expoundeth it of Regeneration by Chritt. 

Kt 
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Et Serm. 15. de verb. Apoſt. Sine voluntate tus 
#0n erit in te Fuſtitia Dei. Voluntas non eſt niſi #2) 
Fuſtitia non eft mifi Dei : he expounds it of Holineſs. 
—— Traditts eft propter delifla noftra, & reſurrexat, 
propter juſtificationem noftram. Duid eft, Propter 
Farftificationem noſtram ? Ut juſtificet aos, & juſtos 
faciat mos. Eris opus Dei non ſolum quia homo es.ſed 
guia Juſtus es; Dui fecit te ſine te, nou te Juſtificat ſt- 
ne te : Tamen ipſe juſtificat, ne ſit juſtitia 1#4. —— 
Dei juſtitiam dat mon litera occidens, ſed vivihicans 
Spiritus. —— Vid. de Grat. Chriſti Cap 13, 14+ 

Abundance fuch paſſages in Auguſtine tally 
ſhew that he took Juſiitication to fignifie Sandtifca- 
tion.or the Spirits renovation ofus 3 and thinks it 15 
called the Righteouſneſs of God and Chriſt, and 
not ours, becauſe by the Spirit he worketh it in us. 
And when he faith that bona opera ſequuntur Fuſtifi- 
catum. non precedunt Fuftificandum (as in ſence he 
often doth) he meaneth that we are freely ſandified, 
bctore we do good. I would cite abundance, but 
for {ſwelling the writing, and tiring the Reader. 
And his followers Proſper, and Fulgentins go the 
{ame way, as you may caſily find in their wri- 
tings. 

Johan. Crocius in his copious Treatiſe of Juſtifi- 
cation,Diſp. 9. p. 442. ſaith, Auguſtinum Juſtificati- 
ons nomne utramque partem comple, ideft, tum 
Remiſi-:em peccatorum que proprie Juſtiificatio dict- 
tur, tum $ancitficationem —— Cum quo nos ſentimus 


quoad rem ipſam, tantum diſidemus in loquends 


forma. 


$ 9. The Schoolmen being led by the Schola- 
flick wit of Awgaſtine, fell into the ſame phraſe of 
{pccch and opinions, Lombard making, Auguſtine - 
his 


(15) 
his Maſter, and the reſt making him theirs, till ſome 
began to look more towards the Semipelagian way. 

$ 10. And when Church-Tyranny and Igno- 
rance, had obſcured the Chriſtian Light, the trac 
ſence of Juſtification by the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt, 
was much obſcured with the reſt, and a, world of 
humane inventions under the name of works, 
were brought in to take up the peoples minds 3 And 
the merits of man, and of the Virgin Mary,ſounded 
louder than the merits of Chriſt,- in too many pla- 
ces: And the people that were ignorant of the true _ 
Juſtification, were filled with the noiſe of Pardons; 
Indulgences, Satisfactions, Penances, Pilgrimages, 
and ſuch like. 

$ 11. Lother finding the Church in this dange- 
rous aud woful ſtate, where he lived, did labour to 
reduce mens minds and truſt, fromhumane foppe- 
ries and merits, and indulgences, to Chriſt, and to 
help them to the Knowledg of true Righteouſneſs : 
But according to his temper in the heat of his Spi- 
rit, he ſometimes let fall ſome words which ſeem- 
plainly to make Chriſts own perſonal Righteout- 
neſs in it ſelf to be every Believers own by Imputa- 
tion, and our fins to be verily Chnſts own fins in 
themſelves by Imputation : Though by many other 
words he ſheweth that he meant only, that qur fins 
were Chrilſts in the effes and not m them(elves,and 
Chriſts perſonal Righteouſneſs ours in the effe&s 
and not in it (elf. 

$ 12. But his Book on the Galatians, and ſome 
other words, gave occaſion to the errours of ſome 
then called Antizomians, and afterward Libertines 
(when ſome additions were made to their crrours.) 
Ot theſe Tlebius Agricola was the chief; Whom 


Luther 
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Lather confuted and reduced, better expounding 
his own words : But Jſebixs cre long turned back 
to the Contrary extreme of Popery, and with Sido- 


#ins and Falius Pfbeg, (three Popiſh Biſhops made 


for that purpoſe) promoted the Emperours Interim 


tothe perſecution of the Proteſtants. 
S1 3. The Proteſliant Reformers themſelves 


| ſpake variouſly of this ſubje. Moſt of them 


rightly aſſerted that Chriſt s Righteouſneſs was ours 
by the way of Mcriting our Righteouſneſs, which 
was therefore ſald co be Imputed to us. Some - of 
them follow'd Luthers fitſt words, and faid that 
Chrilis ſufferings and all his perſonal Righteouſneſs 
was Imputecd to us, ſoas tobe ours wm itſelf, and 
when judged as if we had perſonally done what he 
did, and were righteous with the ſame Righteoul- 
neſs that he was. 

$ 14. Ambſdorfius.Gallus, ang ſome - other hot 
Lx#tberans were lo jealous cf the aame of works,that 
they maintained that good works were not neceſ- 
fary to Salvation. ( Yea as to Salvation ſome called 
them hurtful : ) And Georgins Major a Learned fo- 
ber Divine was numbercd by them among the He- 
reticks, tor maintaining that Good works were ne- 
cclary to Salvation 3 as you may lee in the perverſe 
writings of Chluſsebargius and many others. 
 F 15. Andreas Oftander (otherwiſe a Learned 
Proteliant) took up the opinion, that we are Juſti- 
fied by the very eſſential Righteouſneſs of God 
himſclf. _ But he had few followers. 

F 16- The Papitts faſtening upon thoſe Divines' 
who. held Imputation of Chrilts perſonal Righte- 
ouſneſs in it (elf in the rigid ſence, did hereu 
orcatly inſult againſt the Proteſtants, as ifit had 

been 


been their common docrjne,and it greatly ſtopt the 
Reformation : For many ſeeing that ſome made that - 
a Fundamental iy our difference,and articulus ftan- 
# &- cadentis Eccleſie, and (ceing how eaſily it was 
diſproved, how fully it was againſt the Doctrine of 
all the ancient Church,and what intolerable Conle- 
quences followed,did judge by that of the reſi of our 
Doctrine, and were ſettledly hardened againſt all. 

I 17. The Learned Divines of Germany percet- 
ving this, fell to a freſh review of the Controveriie, 
and after a while abundance of very Learned Godly 
Do&ors fell to diſtinguiſh between the Active and 
Paſſive Righteouſneſs of Chriſt ; and not accurately 
diltinguiſhing of Imputation,becauſe they perceived 
that Chritt ſuffered in our ſtead,in a fuller ſenſe than 
he could be ſaid to be Holy in our ſtead, or fulfil the 
Law in our ſtead. Hereupon they principally mana- 
ged the Controyerſic, as about the ſort of Righte= 
ouſneſs Imputed to us : Anda great number of the _ 
molt Learned famous Godly Divines ofthe Refor-. 
med Churches,. maintained that Chriſt's Paſtve 
Righteouſneſs was Impated to us, even his whole 
Humiliation or Suffering, by which the pardon of 
all fins of Commiſſion and Omiſſion was procured 
for uszbut that his 4fGive Righteouſueſs was not Im- 
puted to us, though it profited us ; but was Juſtitia 
Perſone to make Chrilt a fit Sacrifice for our fins,ha- 
ving none of his own. but the Suffering was bis Zu- 
ftitiz Meriti. His Obedience they ſaid was performed 
noſtro bond, nou #o&ro loco, for our goad but not in 
our ſtead 3 but his Sufferings,both xoſtro bono &+ loca, 
both for our. good and in our ſtead : but neither of 
them ſoſtritly ws nora Perſona in our Perſon, as 
af we did it by and in Chriſt. The Writers that de- 
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fended this were Cargrns,and that holy man Oleviag 
and Urſine, and Pareus, and Scultetus, and Piſcas 
tor, Alftedius, Fendeline, Beckman, and many more. 
He that will ſee rhe fum of their arguings may 
read it in Pendelines Theolog. lib. 1- cap. 25. and in 
Parexs his Miſcellanies after Urſme's Corpus The- 
olog. Aiter them (amero with his Learned follow- 
ers took 1t up in France. Leg. Cameron. þ. 364-390. 
Theſe Sal. vol. 1. Placei Diſp. de Fuſt. S 29. & Part. 
2 de Satisf. X 42. So that at that time (as Pareus 
tells you) there were four opinions : ſome thought 
Chriſt's Pafſtve Righteouſneſs only was Imputed to 
us 5 {ome alſo his 4#ive inſtead of our Acual Obc- 
dience 3 ſome alfo his Habitual inftead of our Ha- 
bitual perfetion 3 And ſome thought alſo his Di- 
vine Righteouſneſs was Tmputed to us, becauſe of 
our Union with Chriſt, God and Man, (Imputed 
I fay 3 for I now ſpeak not of Ofiander*s opinion of 
Inhefion.) And Lwbbertus wrote a Conciliatory 
TraGate favouring, thoſe that were for the Paſſive 
part. And Forbes hath written for the Paſſive only 
imputed. Myvlinens caſteth away the diſtinQion, 
Theſ. Sedan. v. 1. p. 625. Y 18. | 
Y 18. In England moſt Divines uſed the phraſe, 
that we were Juſtihed by the forgiveneſs of fin and 
the Imputation of Chriſts Righteouſneſs, and being 
accepred as Righteous unto life thereon : But the: 
ſenſe of Imputation few pretended accurately to 
diſcuſs. Davenant who dealt molt elaborately in it, 
and maintaineth Imputation ſtiffly, -in terms 3 
yet when he telleth you what Proteſtants mean by 
It, faith, that | Poſſwnt nobis imputari, non ſolum 
noſtre paſſiones, attiones, qualitates, ſed etiam extrins 
ſeca quedam, que nec a nobis flunnt, nec in nobis he* 
- rent 


rent - De Fatt autens Hapwiain, quando loritil 


intuitus & reſpefius valent nobis ad al alt effeium; 
£que ac fi a nobis ant in nobis eſſcnt. go work that. he 
Gith, but dd alignem effefium, non 2 omnem.)And 
he inſtanceth in one that is a ſlothful fellow himſelf, 


but is advanced to the Kings Favour and Nobility fot 


ſome great Service done by bis Progenitors to the Cont= 
mon-wealth. And in one wy deſi pen ig death is pars 
doned through the Interceſſion of a friend, or upon ſime 
ſuffering in by ftead which the King impoſeth on his 
Friend. This is the Imputation which Davexant 
and other ſach Proteſtants plead for3 which I 
thiok is not to be denied. Were it not for length- 
ening the diſcourſe and wearying the Reader, I 
would cite many other of our greateſt Divines,who 
plead for the Iryputation of Chriſt's Righteouſneſs, 
that Davenant here expoundeth himſelf. 

But ſome lef judicious grating upon a harſh and 
unſound fence, Mr. Anthony Wotton a very Lear- 
ned and Godly Divine of Loxdoy, wrote a Latine 
T reatile de Reconciliatione, one of the Learnedft 
that hath ever been written of that ſabjeQ,in which 
he laboureth to diſprove the rigid Imputation of 
Chriſts Holtmeſs and Obedience to-man } and ſhew- 
eth that he is Righteous to whom all ſin of Omif- 
ſion atid Commithon is ke ven and confuteth 
theſe three Aﬀertions. hat A Sinner is Repa- 
#ed to have fulfilled the Liv i and by Chriſt. 2. And 
being repmied to bave fulfilled the Link is taken for 
"formally juft as a fulfiller of it. 3. And being formal: 
ly fuft as a fullfiller of the Law, Life eternal is due 
to bim by that Covenant, that faith, do this and live. 
Vid. Part. 2.1i. 1. Cap. 11. pag. 152+ Cum ſequen- 


#ibus. Thus and much furthet Mr, Wottoz went to 


C 4 the 


the very «93 of the "a 28 ineſrgal 
overthrew therigid Imputation. 
But Mr. William Bradſhaw, a Learned Godly 
Nonconformili, being grieved at the differences ad 
bout the Adtive and Paſſive Righteouſneſs, and 
thinking that Mr. Wotton denied all Imputation of 
the Active Righteouſneſs Cwhich he did not, bur 
owncth it to be Irmputed as a meritorious Caule : ) 
Part. 2. Ii. 1. Cap. 13. pag. 165. Ne illud quiden 
negaverim, mmputars nobys ling juſtitiam & greg 
.extiam, ut ad no\trum frucjum redundet : Id unum 
2104 copced), Legem wos in Chrifto & per Chriſtum ſer- 
waſſe, ut propter eam a nobis preſiitam vita eterna ex 
federe, Hoc fac et vives, debeatur. Mr. Bradſhaw | 
{ſay attempte1 a Conciliatory middle way,which in- 
deed 15 the fame in the main with Mr. I/ottox's: He 
honoureth the Learned Godly perſons on each fide, 
but maintaincth that the Active and Paſhve Rightc- 
oulne(s are both Imputcd,but not in the rigid ſence 
of Imputation denying both thiſe Propotitions. 
1. That Chriſt by the Merits of his Paſſive Obedience 
only, hath freed us from the guilt of all fin, both Adu- 
al and Original, of Omiſſio and Commiſſion. 
2. That in the Imputation of Chrijts Obedience both 
Ailive and Paſſive, G1d doth ſo behold and conſider a 
finger in Chrit, as if the ſinner himſelf had done and 
ſuffered to1ſe very particulars whichChriſt did and ſuf- 
fered for bim-And he wrote a (mall book with great 
2ccuratencls in Engliſh hirlt, and Latin after,openin 
the nature of [uliihication, which hath been deſerved- 
ly applaudcd ever tince. His boſom-Friend Mr. Tho. 
Gat aker,(a 1140 of rareLearning and Humility \next 
{ct in to defend Mre Bradſhaw s way, and wrote in 
L1iz Aniniadvertions on Lucius (who oppoſed 
Piſcator, 


(2t.) 

 Piſcator, and erred on one;f;de for rigid Imputati- 

\ on) and on Piſcator who on the other ſide was for 
Jultification by the Paſſive Righteouſneſs only 3 and 

other things he wrote with great Lowrung and 

Judgment in that caule, | 

About that time the Dodrine of perſonal Impu- 
tation in the rigid {ence began to be fully nmproved 
in England, by the Sect of the Antinomianstrulyer 
called Libertixes) of whom Dr. Criſpe was the moſi 
eminent Ring-leader,whoſe books cook wonderfully 
with ignorant Profcflors, under the pretence of ex- 
tolling Chriſt and free-Grace, Atter him roſe 
Mr. Randal, and Mr. Fohn Simpſon, and then Mr. 
Town, and at lali jn the Armies of the Parliament, 
Saltmarſh,and {0 many more.as that it ſeemed co be 
Iikcly to have carried molt of the Profcflors in the 
Army, and abundance in the City and Country 
that way : Bur that ſuddenly (one Novelty being 
{et up agaihit another) the opinions called Arminz- 
aniſm role up againlt it,and gave it a check and car- 
ryed many in the Army andCity the clean contrary 
way: And theſe two Partics divided a great part of 
the raw injudicious fort of the protctiors between 
them, which uſually are the greatelt part : but &f- 
pecially in the Army which was like to become a 
Law and example to others. 

Bctore this Foha Goodwin( not yet turned Arm3- 
#141) preached and wrote with great hhligence a» 
bout Juſtification again the rigid ſence of Impata- 
tion, who being anſwered by Mr. J#alker, and Mr. 
Robourough, with far interiour ftrength, his book 
had the greater ſucccls for fuch an(werers, 

The Antinomians then [' warming 1 Loxdox, Mr. 
Anthony Burgers, a very worthy Divine was em- 
CG. 3. __ p'oycd 


| ( 22 
ployed to Preach and Print againſt them which 
he did in ſeveral books : but had he been acquaint- 
ed with the men as I was, he would have found 
more need to have vindicated the Goſpel againſt 

them than the Law.' et 

Being daily converſant my ſelf with the Antinc- 
mian and Arminian Souldiers,and hearing their dai- 
ly conteſts, I thought it pitty that nothing but 
one extreme ſhould be uſed to beat down that other, 
and I found the Antinomian party far the ſtronger, 
higher, and more fierce,and working towards grea- 
ter changes and ſubverſions > And I found that they 
were juſt falling in with Saltmarſ, that Chriſt bath 
repented and believed for us, and that we muſt no more 
queſtion our F aith and Repentance, than Chrift. This 
awakened me better to ſtudy theſe points 3 And be- 
ing young, and not furniſhed with ſufhcient read- 
ing of the Controverlie, and alſo being where were 
no librarjcs, I was put to ſtudy only the naked mat- 
zer in it ſelf. Whereupon I ſhortly wrate a {mall 
book called Apboriſms of Juſtification, 8&c. Which 
contained that Dofrine in ſubſtance which I judg 
found 3; but being the firſt that I wrote, it had ſe- 
veral expreflions in it which needed correction 
which made me ſuſpend or retract it till I had time 
to rcform them.Mens judgments of it were various, 
ſome for it and ſome againſt it : I had before been 
a grcat eſicemer of two books of one name,Vindicie 
Gratie, Mr. Pembles and Dr. Twiſſes, above mol 
other books, And from them I had taken in the 0- 
pinion of a double Juſtification, one 81 foro Dei as 
zn Immanent eternal Act of God, and another in 
| £fhe Knowledg of that; and I 
:FFBut now I ſaw, that neither of 
* _ thols 
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{397 
thoſe was the Juſtification which the Scriptare 
ſpake of. But fome half- Autinomians which were 
for the Juſtification before Faith, which I wrote a- 
eainſt, were moſt angry with my book. And Mr. 
Crandon wrote againit it, which I anſwered in an 
Apologie, and fullyer wrote my judgment in my 
Confeſſion, and yet more fully in ſome Diſputations 
of Juttification againſt Mr. Burges, who had: in 2 
book of Juſtification made ſome exceptions 3 and 
Pag. 346.had defended that | As in Chriſt's ſuffering 
we were looked upon by God as ſuffering in him, ſo by 
Chbriſts obeying of the Law, we were beheld as fulfil- 
ling the Law in bim.| To thoſe Diſputations I never 
had any anſwer, And ſince then in my Life of 
Faith, T have opened the Lzibertine errours about 
Juſtihcation, and fiated the ſence of Imputation. 

Divers writers were then employed on theſe ſub- 
jets: Mr. Eyers for Juſtification before Faith(that 
1s, ofele&t Tntidels) and Mr. Benjamin Woodbridg, 
Mr. Tho. Warren againſt it. Mr. Hotchkis wrote 
a conſiderable Book of Forgivenels of {in,defending 
the ſounder way : Mr. George way 000k wrote to 
prove that Juſtification and SanCtihcation are c- 
qually carryed on together: Mr. Warton,Mr. Graile, 
Mr. Feſſop, (clearing the ſence of Dr. Twiſſe,) and 
many others wrote againſt Anutimomzianiſm. But no 
man more clearly opened the whole dodrine of Ju- 
{tihcation, than Learned and Pious Mr. Gibbons 
Miniſter at Black-Fryers, in a Sermon Printed in 
the Ledures at St. Giles in the Fields. By ſuch en- 
deavours the beforc-prevailing Antivomizniſm was 


H{uddenly and ſomewhat marvelouſly ſuppretſed, fo 


that there was no great noiſe made by it. 
About Imputation that which I afferted was a- 
C 4 * g4in(t 
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painſt the two fore-deſcribed extremes3 in ſhort, 


& That we are Fuſtified by Chriſt's whole Right eouſ- 


E neſs, Paſſive, Adive, hr Habitzal, yea the Di- 
_ $.;zne ſo tar included as by Union advancing the rett 


* to a valuable ſufficiency : That the Pafſive,that is, 
« Chriſt's whole Hamiliation is ſatisfa@ory tirſt, and 
&« {© meritorious,and the Active and Habitual meri- 
© torious primarily. That as God the Father did 
<« appoint to Chriſt as Mediator his Duty for our 
© Redemption by a Law or Covenant, fo Chriſt's 
« whole tulfilling that Law, or performance of his 
< Covenant-Conditions as ſuch (by Habitual and 
«* Actual perfection, and by Suffering) made up 
©« one Meritorious Cauſe of our Juſtification, not 
« diltinguiſhing with Mr. Gataker of the pure mvu- 
«* ral,and the ſ{crvile part of Chritt's Obedience,fave 
© only as one. is more a part of Humiliation than the 
© other, but in point of Merit taking in all: That 
«25 Chriſt ſuffercd in our ſtead that we might not 
«{uffer, and obcycd in our nature, that perfe&tion 
<« of Obedience might not be neceſſary to our Fu- 
« tzfication, and this in the perſon of a Mediator 
© and Sponſor for us finners, but not ſo in our Per- 
© ſons, as that we truely ina moral or civil fence, 
* did all this in and by him; Even ſo God repu- 
© teth the thing to be as 1t 15, and fo far Impureth 
© Chriſt'sRightcouſnels and Merits and Satisfaction 
© to us, as that it.is Reputed by him the true Mee 
&« ritcrious Cauſe of our Juſtihcation 3 and that for 
© it God maxeth a Covenant of Grace, in which he 
« freely giveth Chriſt, Pardon and Life to all that 
" {© accept the Gift as it is 53 ſo that the Accepters 
© are'by this Covenant or Gitt as ſurely juſtified 
and ſaved by Chrilt's Wh Hs as if they had 
* Obcycd 
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& Obeyed and Satisfied themſelves. Not that Chriſt 
<« meriteth that we ſhall have Grace to fulfil the 
<« Law our ſclves and ſtand before God in a Righ- 
<teouſneſs of our own, which willanſwer the Law 
« of works and juſtifie us : But that the Conditi- 
© o6ns of the Gift in the Covenant of Grace being 
*© performed by every penitent Belfever, that Cove- 
* nant doth pardon all their ſins. (as Gods Inſtru- 
* ment) and giveth them a Right to Life eternal, 
© for Chriſts Merits. | 

This is the ſence of Imputation which I and 0» 
thers aſſerted as the truc healing middle way. And 
as bad as they are, among the moſt Learned Papilis, 
Cornelius a Lapide is cited by Mr, Wotton, Vaſquez 
by Davenant, Suarez by Mr. Burges, as ſpeaking 
tor fome ſuch Imputation, and Merit : Grotius de 
Satisf. 1s clear for it. 

Eut the Brethren called Congregational or Inde- 
pendint in their Meeting at the Savoy, OF. 12. 
16558. publiſhing a Declaration of their Faith, Cap. 
11. have theſe words | Thoſe whom God effefinally 
calletb,he alſo freely juſtifieth ; not by infuſing Righ- 
zeouſneſs into them, but by pardoning their Sins, and 
by accounting and acceptgge#heir perſons as Righteous, 
wot for any thing wroupW# 1 them, or done by them, 
biet for Chriſts ſake alone: not by imputing Fatth it 
ſelf, the aft of believing, or any other evgngelical Obe- 
dience to them, as their Righteouſneſt 3 5 by Impu-' 
zzng Chriſts Afive Obedience to the whale Law, and 
Paſſive Obedience in his death,for their whole axd ſole 
Righteouſneſs, they receiving and refting on bim and bis 
Righteouſneſs by F aith. | — 

Upon the publication of this it was variouſly 
{poken of :. ſome thought that it gave the Papiſts 


{o 


| ( 26 ) 
. fo great a ſcandal, and advantage to reproach the 
Proteftants as denying all inherent Righteouſneſs, 
that it was neceſſary that we ſhould diſclaim it : 
Others (aid that it was not their meaning to deny 
Inherent Righteouſneſs, though their words fo 
ſpake, but only that we are not juſtified by it : Ma- 
ny ſaid that it was not the work of all of that party, 
but of ſome'few-that had an inclination to ſome of 
the Antinomian principles, out of a miſtaken zeal of 
free Gracczand that it is well known that they differ 
from us, and therefore it cannot be imputed to us, 
and that it is beft make no ſtir about it, leſt 1t irritate 
them to make the matter worſe by aDefence, & give 
the Papiſts too foon notice of it. And I ſpake with 
one Godly Miniſter that was of their Aſſembly, who 
told me, that they did not ſubſcribe it,and that they 
meant but to deny Juſtification by inherent Righ- 
teouſneſs, And though ſuch men in the Articles 
of their declared Faith,no doubt can ſpeak intelligi- 
bly and aptly, and are to be underſtood as they 
ſpeak according to the common uſe of the words 3 
yet even able-men ſometimes may be in this ex- 
cepted, when eager engagement in an opinion and 
Parties, carryeth them too gxecipitantly, and ma- 
keth them forget ſomethinMhat ſhould be remem- 
bred. The Sentences here which we excepted a- 
2inſt are theſe two. But the fixſt was not much 
offenſive becauſe their meaning was right 3 And the 
ſame words are in the AſſembliesConfeſſion,though they 
might better bave been left oute 


Scripe 
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Scriptures. Declaration. 


Rom. 4.3. What ſaith the _Þ 2 Notby impu-- 


Scripture > Abraham believed _ A nor yn. _ 
God, and it was counted to im he; Erangelſcal O. 


for Righteonſneſs. bedience to them as 

Ver. 5. To him that worketh their Righteouſneſs] 
not, but believeth on him that 
Fuſtifyeth the Ungodly, his Faith is counted for Righ- 
teonſneſs, 

Ver. 9. For we ſay that Faith was reckoned to A- 
Tous for Righteouſneſs : How mas #t thenreck- 
oneae | 

Ver. 11. And he received the fign of Circumciſion, a 

| ſeal of the righteouſneſs of the Faith, which be had yer 
being uncircumciſed, that he might be the Father of all 
them that believe, ——that Righteouſneſs might be im- 
| puted to them alſo. — Ver 13. Through the Righte- 
onſueſs of Faith. — Ver. 16. Therefore it is of Faith 
that it might be by Grace. — vid. Ver. 17, 18, 
I9, 20, 21, 22,23, 24. He was ſtrong in Faithfully 
perſwaded that what he bad promiſed, be was able alfs 
zo performs and therefore it was Imputed to him for 
Righteouſneſs. Now it was not written for his ſake a- 
lone that it was imputed to him,but for us alſo,to whom 
it ſhall be imputed, if we (or, who) believe on 
him that raiſcd up Jeſus our Lord from the dead. 

Gen. 15. 5,6. Tell the Stars — ſo ſhall thy ſeed 
be: And he believed in the Lord, aid he counted it to 
bins for Righteouſneſs, Jam. 2. 21, 225 23, 24. Was 
not Abrahams our Father juſtified, by Works ?— 
And the Scripture was fulfilled which faith, Abra- 
ham believed God, and it was imputed t0 him for 
Kighteouſneſs. | Luk. 
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1n what it 15 not. 


(28) 
Luk. 19. 17. Well done thou good Servant, Be- 


cauſe thou haſt been Faithfal in a very little,have thox 
authority over ten Citics. 

Mat. 25. 34, 35, 40, Come ye bleſſed. — For TI 
was bungry and ye gave me Meat. 

Gen. 22. 16, 17, By my ſelf I have ſworn. —- 
Becauſe thou haſt done thus thing. —— 

Joh. 16. 27, For the Father himſelf loveth you, 
becauſe you have loved me and have believed that I 
came out from God. Many ſuch paſſages are in Scrip- 


= LUTCs 


' Qur opinion is, 1. That it is betterto juſiihe and 
expound the Scripture, than flatly to deny it : It 
Scripture ſo oft ſay, that Faith 15 reckozed or Impu- 


Jed for Righteowſneſs, it becometh not Chritiians,to 


ſay, It # not : But to ſhew in what ſence it is, and 
For if it be fo Imputcd in zo 
ſence, rhe Scripture is made falſe : It in any ſence it 
ſhould not be univerſally denied but with di- 
{iinction. 

2. We hold, that in Juſtifcation there 1s confi- 
derable, 1.'C he Purchating and Meritorious Cauſe 
of Juſtification freely given in the new Covenant. 
This is only Chriſt's Sutferings ard Righteouſneſs, 


and fo it is Reputed of God, and Imputcd to us. 


2, The Order of vation: which 1s, Qn Cond:- 
on of Acceptance 5 And ſo 2. The Condition of 
our Title to the free Gift by as Covenant And 


that is, Our Faith, or Fane of the Gitt ac- 


And thus God Re» 


cording, to its nature and uſe, 


puteth Faith, and.Imputeth it to us,requiring but 
this Condition of us (which alſo he worketh in us) 
by the Covenanc of Grace : ; . whereas perfect Obe- 


ence 


3-46 
dience ws required of us, by the Law of Tnriocency. 
If we err in this explication, tt had been better 


to confute us than deny God's WW 
' Scriptures beſides the former. FEY 


1 Joh. 2. 29. Every one [ 2 For their ſole 
which doth Righteon(ueſs is bory Rghtcouſneſs,] : 
of God. —— & 3+7, 10. He that doth Righteomſneſs 
1s Righteous, even as he is Righteous. — Whoſoever 
doth not righteouſneſs 1 not of God. 

2 Tim. .4- 8. Hebath laid wp for us a Crown of 
Righteouſneſs. 

Heb. 11. 23. Through Faith they wrought Righte- 
onſneſs. —— Heb. 12, The peaceable fruit of Righte- 
ouſneſs. —— Jam. 3. 18. The fruit of Riohteouſneſ] 
is ſown in Peace. —— I Pet. 2.24. That we being 
dead to fin, ſhould live unto righteouſneſs, Mat 5.20. 
Except your Righteouſneſs exceed the Righteouſneſs of 
the Scribes and Phariſees ,& c——Luk:. 1.71. In Ho- 
lineſs and Righteouſneſs before him all the days of our 
Life. —— At. 10. 35. He that feareth God, and 

 worketh Reobreouſueſs accepted of bim, —— Rem: F 

6. 13, 16,18, 19, 20. Whether of fin unto death, or 
f Obedience unto Righteouſneſs. —— 1 Cor. 15. 3+: 
Awake to Righteouſneſs and fin not. —— Eph. 5.9 
The fruit of the Spirit is in all Goodneſs, and Rigbre. 
ouſueſs, — Dan. 12. 3. They ſhall turn many to 
Rigbteonſneſs. ——Dan. 4+ 27. Break off thy fins þ 
Righteouſneſs. —— Eph. 4+ 24. The new-man which 
after God is created in Righteouſneſs. —— Gen. 7.1. 
Thee have I ſeen Righteons before me. Gen. 18. 
23, 24, 25,26. Far be it from thee, to deſtroy the 
Righteous with the Wicked, —— Prov, 24. 24. He 


that © 


. that ſaith the Wicked thou art Righteous, bim ſhall 
the people Curſe, Nations ſhall abbor him. —— Ifa. 
3. 10. Sayto the Righteows,it ſhall be well with bim, 
Ifa. 5. 23. That take away the Righteouſneſs from the 
Righteous. —— Mat. 25. 37, 46. Then ſhall the 
Righteous anſwer. —— The Righteous into life eter- 
wal. —— Luk- 1. 6. They were both Righteous before 
God, —— Heb. 11, 4,7. By Faith Abel offered ts 
God a more excellent $ acrifice than Cain, by which be 
obtained witneſs that be was righteous,God teſtifying 
of his Gifts. By Faith Noah being warned of God 
of things not ſeen as yet, moved with fear, prepared an 
Ark, —— by which he became heir of the Righteouſ= 
neſs by Faith, 1 Pet. 4. 18. If the Righteous be ſcarce- 
ly ſaved. —— Math. 10. 41. He that receiveth a 
Righteous man in the name of a Righteous man, ſhall 
have a Righteous mans reward. —— 1 Tims 1+ 9+ 
The Law is not made for a Righteous man,but for —— 
Many ſcore of texts more mentjon a Righteouſneſs 
diftin& from that of Chriſt imputed to us. 
| Tudg now, Whether he that believeth God ſhould. 
believe that he Imputeth Chriſts Obedience and 
Suffering to us, | for our Sole Righteouſneſs, ] 
\* That which 1s not our ſole Righteouſneſs, is not 
ſo Reputed by God nor Imputed: But Chriſts Obe- 
dience and Suffering is not our ſole Righteonſneſ.. 
—— See Davenant's many arguments to prove that 
we have an Inherent Righteouſneſs. 
' Ob. But, they mean, [owr Sole Righteonſueſs by 
which we are Fuſtified. | 
Anſw. 1. We can tell no mans meaning but by 
his words,cſpecially not contrary to them.,cſpecially 
in an accurate Declaration of Faith. 2, Suppoſe it 
had bcen ſo ſaid, we maintain on the contrary, 1: 
| That 


That -we are Juſtified by more ſorts of Righteoul- 
neſs than one, in ſeveral reſpe&s. We are juſtif- 
ed only by Chrifts Righteouſneſs as the Purchaling 
and Meritorious Caufe of our Juſtification freely 
given by that new Covenant. Weare Juſtified by 
the Righteouſneſs of God the Father, as performing 
his Covenant with Chrift and us, (cfhciently). We 
are juſtified efficiently by the Righteouſneſs of 
Chrift as our Judg, pafling a juſi ſentence according, 
to his Covenant : Theſe laſt are nenther Owrs nor 
Imputed to us : But we are juſtified alſo againſt the 
Acculation, of being finally Impenitent Unbelievers 
or anholy,by the perſonal particular Righteouſneſs 
of our own Repentance, Faith and Holineſs. 

For 2, We ſay, that there is an univerſal Juſti- 
fication or Righteouſneſs, and there is a particular 
one. And this particular one may be the Conditdor 
and Evidence of our Title to all the reft. And this 1s 
our caſe. The Day of Judgment is not to try and 
Jndg Chrift, or bis Merits, but us : Ale will judy us 
himſelf by his new Law or Covenant, the fum of 
which is, | Except ye Repent, ye ſhall all periſh : 
and, He that believeth, ſhall be ſaved : and he that 
believeth uot, ſhall be condemned. 1f we be 
not accuſed of Impenitence or Vnbelief, but only 
of n0t-fulfilling the Law of Innocency, that will ſup- 
poſe that we are to be tryed only by that Law,which 
is not true : And then we refer the Accauſer only to 
Chriſt's Righteouſneſs, and to the Pardoning Law of 
Grace, and to nothing in-our ſelves to an{wer that 
charge 3 And fo it would be Chrift*s part only that ' 
would be judged. But Matth. 25. and all the 
Scripture aflureth us of the contrary, that it's Oar 
part that it is to be tryed and judged, and a 

al 
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ſhall be all judged according to what we have done. 
. -And no man is in danger there of any other accu- 
ſation; but that he didnot truly Repeat and Belzeve, 
and live a boly life to Chriſt : And ſhall the Penr- 
tent - Believer (ay, I did never Repent and Believe, but 
Chriſt did it for mezand ſo uſe twoLyes,one of Chrilt, 
and another of himſelt, that he may be jultthed' ? 
Or ſhall the Unholy, Impenitent Infidel lay, It's true 
1 was never a Penitent Believer, or holy, but Chrift 
- was for. me, or Chriſis Rightcouſneſs is my (ole 
| Righteouſneſs? that is a faſhood 3 For Chriſts 
Righteouſneſs 15 none of his. So that there is a 
' particular perſanal Righteouſneſs, contiſting in Faith 
and Repentance, which by way of Condition and E- 
2idence of our title to Chriſt and his Gift of Par- 
-don and Life, is of abſolute neceflity in our Ju- 
ſitfication. Theretore Imputed Rightcouſnets is 
-not the ſole Righteouſneſs which mult juſtihe us, 
| :T cited abundance of plain Texts to this purpoſe - 
in my Confeſſion, pag. 57. &c. Of which book I 
-add,' that when it was in the preſs, I procured thoſe 
'three perſons whom I moſt highly valued for judg- 
ment, Mr. Gataker, (whole lati work it was in this 
World) Mr. Yes, and laſtly .Arch-Biſhop Uſper 
toread it over, except the+Epiſtles (Mr. Gataker 
read only topag. 163.) and:no one of them adviſed 
me to alter one. word, nor fignified their difſent to 
any word of ic, But I have been long on this: to. 
proceed in the Hiftory., — "pin. 
The ſame year that I wrote that'book,that moft 
Judicious excellent man Foſhuea Placeus of Saumours 
in France, was exerciſed in a Controverlie conjun&t 
with this How far Adams tin is imputed tous. 


And to ſpeak truth,at firſt in the Theſes Salmurienſe 
| Volt. 


OY 
Le 
hs, 


Vol. 1. he ſeemed plainly DO ibm daaind the Tth< - 
putation of Adame's actual fin,and his arguments I 

elſewhere an(wer.} And Andy. Rivet wrote a Colle- 

ction of the Judgment of all ſorts of Divines for the 

contrary. But after he vindicated himſelf,8 ſhewed 

that his Do&Etrine was, that Adam's fa& is not in 

mediately imputed to each of us,. as if our perſons 

as perſons had been all fully repreſented in Adam's 

perſon (by an atibitrary Law or Will of God) or 

reputed fo to be: But that our Perſons being Virtu= 

ally or Seminally in him, we derive from him firſt 

our Perſons, and in them a corrupted natute, and 

that nature corrupted and juſtly deſerted by the 

Spirit of God, becauſe it is derived from Adam that 

{o linned : And fo that Adams fact is imputed to us 

mediately, mediante natura & Corraptione,but not 

primarily and immediately; 

| This doctrine of the Good and Judiciotis man 
was thought too new to. eſcape ſhatp cenſares , ſo 

that a rumour was ſpread abroad that he denied all 

Impucation of Adams fat,and placed original guilt 

only in the Guilt of Cotuption;tor which indeed he 

gave occalion.A Synod being called atCharenrox,this 

opinion without naming anyAuthor was condem- 

nedz& allMiniſters required to ſubſcribe it; Amyral- 

dus being of Placeus mind, in a ſpeech of two hours 

vindicated his opinion. Placeus knowing that the 

Decree did not touch him, took no notice of it. But 

Geriſſoluus of Mont auban wrote againſt him,pretend- 

ing him condemned by the. Decree, which Drelix- 
cours one that drew it up, denicd,profecfſing himſelf 
of Placeus his judgment: And River alſo, Mareſj- 

#5, Carol. Daubuz and others, miſunderſtanding 


him wrote againſt him; 
D - For. 
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For my part I confeſs that I am not ſatisfied in 

his diſtin&tion of Mediate and Immediate Imputati- 
0x : I ſee not, but our Perſons as derived from A- 
dam, being ſuppoſed to be in Being,we are at once 
Reputed to be ſuch as Virtually ſinned in him, and 
ſuch as are deprived of God?s Image.. And if cither 
muſt be put firſt, me-thinks it ſhould rather be the 
former, we being therefore deprived of God's Im- 
mage (not by God, but by Adams) becauſe he fin- 
ned it away from himſelf. It fatisheth me much 
more, to diſtinguiſh of our Being and fo ſmning in 
Adam Perſonally and Seminally, or Virtually; we 
were not Perſons in Adam when he ſinned 3 there- 
fore we did not fo finin him; Andit is a fiction 
added to God's Word,to fay that God (becauſe he 
would do it) reputed us to be what we were not. 
But we were Seminally in Adam asin Cauſa natr- 
rali,who was to produce us out of his very eſſence : 
And therefore that kind of being which we had in 
him, could not be innocent when he was guilty : 
And when we had our Natwres and Perſons from 
him, we arc jultly reputed to be as we are, the off- 
{ſpring of one that actually finned : And ſo when 
our Exiſtence and Perſonality maketh us capable 
Subjects, we are guilty Perſons of his finz though 
not with {o plenary a ſort of Guilt as he. 

And 1 tear not to ſay, that as I Jay the ground of 
this Imputation in Nature it ſelf, ſo I doubt not 
but I have elſewhere proved that there is more par- 
ticipation of all Children in the guilt of their pa- 

xents fins by nature, than 1s ſufficiently acknow- 
Iedged or lamented by molt, though Scripture a- 
bound with the proot ofit: And that the over- 
looking, it, and laying all upon God's arbitrary Co- 
venant 
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venant and Imputation, is the great temptation to 
Pelagians to deny Original fin : And that our mis 
ſery no more ,increaſeth by it, is, becauſe we are 
now under a Covenant that doth not fo charge all 
culpability on mankind, as the Law of Innocency 
did alone, And there 1s ſomething of Pardon in 
the Caſe. And the Engliſh Litany, (after Ezra, 
Daniel and others) well praycth, Remember nor, 

' Lord, our offences, nor the offences of our Forefa« 

 thers, &c. 

This ſame Placens in Theſ. Salmmrienſ. Vol. 1, 
hath opened the doctrine of Juſtification ſo fully, 
chat I think that one Diſputation might ſpare ſome 
the reading of many contentious Volumes. © 

The rigid afſertors of Imputation proved: ſuch a 
ſtumbling-block to many, that they run into the 0- 
ther.extreme, and not only denyed it,but vehement- 

: || ly loaded it with the Charges of over-throwing all 

1 Godlineſs and Obedience. Of thele Parker (as is 

ſaid)with ſome others wrote againſt it in an anſwer 

|| co the Aſſemblies Confeſſion : Dr. Gell often re- 

- | proacheth it in a large Book in Folzo., Andlaſtly 

and moſt ſharply aud confidently Herbert Thorndike, 

le | (to mention no more.) - 

h The Hiſtory of this Controverlie of Imputation, 
I conclude, though diſorderly, with the fenfe of 

all the Chriſtian Churches, in the Creeds and Har- 

mony of Confefſions,becaule they were too long te 


be htly inſerted by the way- 
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The Conſent of Chriſtians, aud ſpecially Pro- 
teſtants, about the Imputation of Ghriſts 
Righteouſneſs in Fuſtification, How far 
and in what ſence it is Imputed. 


I. CEcivg Baptiſm is our viſible initiation into 
' & Chriſtianity,we muſt there begin 3 and ſee 
what of this is there contained. Mat. 28. 19. Bap- 
#izing them into the name of the Father\theSon, aud 
the Holy Ghoſt, Mar. 16+ 16. He that believeth,and 
# baptizedyſhall be ſaved, At 2.38. Repent, and be 
Baptized every one of you in the name of Feſus Chrift 
for the Remiſſion of ſins, and ye ſhall receive the gift of 
the Holy Ghoſt. See Adts 8. 36, 37, 38. The Eu- 
nuch's Faith and Baptiſm. Ad. 22. 16. Ariſe,and 
be baptized, and waſh away thy fins, having called 
on the aame of the Lord. Rom. 6. 3. So many as were © 
baptized into Feſus Chriſt, were baptized into his 
death. Gal. 3. 27. As many 4s have been baptized in- 
to Chriſt, have put on Chriſt. 1. Pet. 3. 21. The like 


i fg whereunto, Baptiſm doth alſo now ſave us, (not the © 


* putting away the filth of the fleſh,but the anſwer of a 
good Conici-nce towards God) by the Reſarrettion of 
 Feſus Chriſt. Rom. 4+ 24, 25. But for us alſo to 
whom it ſhall be imputed.if we believe on him that rai- 
fed up 7*ſus our Lord from the dead : who was deli- 


| wered for our offences, -and was raiſed again for our 


Fultification. | Quzer. How far Chriſt s ReſurreQion is 
imputed to us. 

I. The Creed, called by the Apoſtles, hath but 
{ I believe the forgiveneſſ of ſins. | 

HI. The Nicene and Conltantinopolitane Creed, 


I 


T achnowledg one Baptiſm for the Remiſſion of ſins5 


(Chriſt's Death, Burial, and Reſurrection pre- 


_ miſed.) | 


IV. Athanaſzus's Creed | J/ho ſuffered for oar 
S alvation,deſcended into Hell,roſe again the third day. 
—— At whoſe coming all men ſhall riſe again with 
their bodies, and ſhall give account for their own 
works z and they that have done good, ſhall go into c- 
verlaſting life, and they that have done evil into ever- 
laſting Fire. | (Remiſſion is contained in Salva- 
ton. ) 
V. The Fathers ſence I know not where the 
Reader can ſo catily and (urely gather, without read- 


ing them all, as in Laurentius his Colledion de 


Tuſtif. after the Corpus Confeſſiouum 3 and that to 
che beſt advantage of the Protctiant Cauſe. They 
that will ſee their ſence of (0 much as they account- 
cd neceſſary to Salvation, may bt find it in their 
Treatifes of Baptiſm, and Catechizings of the: Ca- 
techumens 3 Though they ſay leſs about our Con- 
trovertie than I could wiſh they had. I will have no 
other Religion than they had. The Creed of Da- 
maſus in Hieron. op. Tom. 2. hath but (Tn his Death 
and Blood we believe that we are cleanſed —— and 
have hope that we ſhall obtain the reward of good merit, 
(meaning our own) 3 which the Helvetzans own in 
thc end of their Confellion. 

VI. The Auguſiane Confeltion, Art.3, 4. Chriſt 
died —— that he might reconcile the Father to us, and 
be a ſacrifice, not only for original fin, but alſo for 
all the afiual ſins of men. And that we may ob- 
tain theſe benefits of Chriſt, that is, Remiſſioa of ſins, 
Juſtification and life eternal, Chriſt gave us the Goſpel 
in which th:ſe penefits are proprunded. —— To preach 

TT D 3 Repen- 
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Repentance in bis Name, and Remiſſion of fins among 
all Nations. For when men propagated in the natural 
manner bave fin, aud cannot truly ſatisfie Gods Law, 
tbe Goſpel reproveth'fin, and ſheweth us Chriſt the Me- 
diator,and ſ5 teacheth us about Pardon of fins ——That 
freely for Chriſts ſake are given us,Remiſſion of (ns,0 
Fuſtification by Faith, by which we muſt confeſs that 
theſe are given us for Chriſt, who was made a Sacyi- 
fice for us, and appeaſed the Father. Though the Goſ- 
pel require Penitence 3, yet that pardon of ſin may be 
ſare, it teacheth us that it is freely given us that #, 
that it dependeth not on the Condition of our wortby- 
 meſe, mor is given for any precedent works, or worthy- 
neſs of following works. — For Conſcience in true 
fears findeth no work which it can oppoſe to the Wrath 
of God , and Chriſt is propoſed and given us, to be a 
propitzator.This honour of C brift muſt uot be transferred 
to our works. Therefore Paul ſaith, ye are ſaved free- 
Iy, (or of Grace.) And tt is of grace, that the pro- 
miſe might be ſure;thit is, Pardon will be ſure when 
we know that it dependeth not on the Condition of our 
worthineſs, but is given for Chriſt. In the Creed 
this Article| I believe the Forgiveneſs of fins, \is added 
to the biftory : And the reſt of the hiſtory of Chriſt muſt 
be referred to this Article : For this benefit 18 the eng 
of the hiftory, Chriſt therefore ſuffered and roſe ag ain, 
that for him might be given #s Remiſſion of ſins, and 
life everlaſting. 

Art. 6. When we are Reconciled by Faith, there 
muſt needs follow the Righteouſneſs of good works. —— 
But becauſe the infirmity of mans nature 1s ſo great, 
that no man can ſatisfie the Law, it is neceſſary #0 
geach men, not only that they muſt obey the Law, but 
alſo bow this Obedience pleaſeth, le(t Conſciences fall 

| a11o 


into defperation, when they underſtand that they ſqo. 


tisfie not the Law. This Obedience then pleaſeth, not 
becauſe it ſatisfieth the Law, but becauſe the perſon is 
in Chriſt, reconciled by Faith, and believeth that the 
relifis of his Siu are pardoned. We muſt ever hold 
that we obtain remiſſion of fins, and the perſon is pro- 
aounced Righteous,that is,is accepted freely for Chriſt, 
by Faith: And afterward that Obedience to the Law 


pleaſeth,and is reputed a certain Righteouſueſr,and me- 


ritethrewards. | Thus the firlt Proteſtants. 
VII. The x 1th Article of the Chuzch of England 
(to which we all offer to ſubſcribe) is [ Of the Fu- 


' ſtification of Man. We are accounted Righteows bc= 
fore God, only for the Merit of our Lord and Saviour 


Feſus Chriſt by Fanth and not for our own works or 
deſervings. Wherefore that we are juſtified by Faith 
only.is a moſt wholſome dofirine, and very full of Com- 
fort, as more largely is expreſſed in the Homily of Tu- 

ftification, | 
The ſaid Homilics (of Salvation and Faith) fay 
over and over the ſame thing. As pag. 14. | Three 
things go together in our Fuſtification : On Gods part 
his great Mercy and Graces on Chriſts part, Fuſtice.that 
u the Satisfatlion of Gods Fuſtice, or the Price of our 
Redemption, by the offering of is body, and ſhedding 
of bis blood, with fulfilling of the Law perfefly and 
throughly ; And on our part true and lively Faith in 
the Merits, of Feſus Chrijt: whichyet is not ours, but 
by Gods working in us. | 
And page | A lovely Faith is not only the common 
belief of the Articles of our Faith; but alſo a true truſt 
and confidence of the mercy of God through eur Lord 
Feſus Chriſt and a ſteadfaſt hope of all good things to be 
received at Gods hand > and that although we through 
D + enflym1! y 
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rafirmity or temptation —— do fall from bim by ſin, 

yet if we return again to bim by true repentance, that 
be will forgive and forget oxr offences, for bis Sons fake 
our Saviour Feſus Chrift, and will make us inberitors 
with him of his everlaſting Kingdom —— Pag. 23. 
For the very ſure and lively ( briftian F aith,is.to have 
an earneſt truſt and coufidence in God, that he doth re- 
gard uw, and is careful over us, as the Father is over 
tbe Child whom be doth love; and that he will be mer- 
ciful unto us.for bis only Sons ſake 5 and that we have 
our Saviour Chriſt our perpetual Advocate and Prince, 
tz whoſe only merits, oblation and ſuffering, we do 
truſt that our offences be continually waſhed and purg- 
ed, whenſoever we repenting zruely do return to him 
with our whole beart, ſteadfaſtly determining with our 

ſelves, through hu grace to obey and ſerve him, in keep- 
ang bis Commandments, &c.\ So alſo the Apology. 
Tþlis is our doctrine of Imputation. 

- - VIEE. The Saxon Confeflion oft infifteth on the 
free Pardon of fin, not merited by us, but by Chriſt, 
And expoundeth Fuſtification to be | Of unjuſt,that 
is,Guilty and diſobedient, and not having Chriſt : to 
be made Juſt, that is, Tobe Abſolved from Guilt for 

the Son of God, and an apprehender by Faith of Chriſt 

himſelf, who is our Righteouſneſs 3 (as Feremiah and 

Paul (ay) becauſe by his Merit we have forgiveneſs, 

and God imputeth righteouſneſs to us,a1d for him, re- 

puteth us Juſt, and by giving us his Spirit quickeneth 
and regenerateth us. —— By being Juſtified by Faith 
alone we mean, that freely for our Mediator alone, uot 
for our Contrition, or other Merits, the pardon of 
fin and reconciliation is given us. — And before, It is 
certain, when the mind is raiſed by this Faith,that the 
pardog of ſin, Reconciliation and Imputation of Righte- 
F 4: | z — 2 ouſnels 


| | T 
orſueſs, are given for the Merit of Chriſt himſelf —— 
And after | By F atth us meant Afﬀtance, reſting in the 
Son of God the Propitiator, for whom we are received 
and pleaſe (God) and not for cur virtues and fulfilling 
of the Law. 
IX, The Wittenberge Confeſſion, (In Corp. 
Conf. pag. 104)A man is made Accepted of God,and 
Reputed juſt before him, for the Son of God onr Lord 
Feſus Chriſt alone, by Faith. And at the Judgment 
of God we muſt uot truſt to the Merit of any of the Vir-" 
tues which we bave, but to the ſole Merit of our Lord 
Feſus Chriſt,which is made ours by Fanh. And be- 
cauſe at the bar of God, where the caſe of true eternal 
Righteouſneſs and Salvation will be pleaded, there is 
10 place for mans Merits,but oxly for God's Mercy,and 
the Merits of our Lord Feſus Chriſt, whom we recetve 
by Faith: therefore we think our Anceſtors ſaid rightly, 
that we are juſtified before God by Faith only. | 
X, The Bohemian Confeſſion, making Juſtifica- 
tion the principal Article, goeth the ſame way- 
| Pag. 183, 184. By Chriſt men are Fuſtified, obtain 
Salvation andRemiſſion of ſin,freely by Faith in Chriſt, 
through mercy, without any Work and Merit of man. 
And his death and blood alone is ſufficient, to aboliſh 
& expiate all the ſins of all men. All muſt come toChriſt 
for pardon and Remiſſion of Sin, Salvation and every 
thing. All our truſt and hope is to be faſtened on bim 
aloxe. Through bim only and his merits God ts appeaſ d 
and propitious, Loveth us, and giveth us Life eternal. 
XI. The Palatinate Confeſſion 1b. pag. 149.| I be- 
- lieve that God the F ather for the moſt full Satisfa@t- 
on of Chriſt, dotb never remember ay of my fins, and 
that pravity which I muſt ſtrive againſt while Tlive,but 
contrarily will rather of grace give me the rigbteouſ- 


neſs 
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weſs of Chrift, ſo that I have no need to fear the judg- 
ment of God. —— And pag- 155. If be merited, and 
obtained Kemifſſion of all oxr ſins, by the only and bit- 
ter paſſion, and death of the Croſs, ſo be it we embra- 
cing it by true Faith, as the ſatisfattion for our ſins, 
apply it to onr ſelves. — | I tind no more of this. 

XlI. The Polonian Churches of Lutherans 
and Bohemians agreed in the Auguſtane and Bohe- 
mian Confelhion before recited. 

XIII. The Helvetian Confeſſion, | To Fuſtifie 
fignifieth to the Apoſtle in the diſpute of Juſtification, 
To Remit fins, to Abſolve frem the fault and puniſh» 
ment,to Receive into favour,and to Pronuunce Juſt. — 
For Cbriſt took, on himſelf, and took, away the ſins of the 
World, and ſatisfied Gods Faſtice. God therefore for 
the ſake of Chriſt alone, ſuffering and raiſed again, is 

opizious to our ſins, and imputeth tbem not to us,but 

zmputeth tbe righteouſneſs of Chriſt for ours > ſo that 
now we are not only cleanſed and purged from ſins, or 
Holy, but alſo endowed with the Rigbteouſneſs of 
Chrift, and ſo abſolved from fins, Death and Condem- 
nation, and are righteous and heirs of life eternal. 
Speaking properly, God only juſtifieth us, and juſti- 
fteth only for Chriſt, not imputing to us fins, but im- 
puting to us bis Righteouſneſs. | This Contclion 
ſpeaketh in terms neereft the oppoſed opinion: But 
indeed faith no more than we all ſay; Chriſts Righ- 
teouſneſs being given and imputed to us as the Me- 
ritorious C anſe of our pardon and right to life. 

_ Xl[V. The Bafil Confetlion, Art.g. [We confeſs 
Remaſſion of fins by Faith in Feſus Chriſt crucified. 
And though this Faith work continually by Love, yet 
Raghteonuſueſs and 8 atisfafiion for our Sins, we do noe 
attribute to works, which are fruits of Faith but on- 


ly 
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ly to true affiance & faith in the blood ſhed of the Lamb 
of God. WWe ingenuouſly profeſs,that in Chriſt,vwho is our 
Righteouſneſs, Holine|s, Redemptim, Way, Truth, 
IViſdom, Life, all things are freely given us. The 
works therefore of the faithful are done, not that they. 
may ſatisfie for their fins, but ouly that by them, vbey 
may declare that they are thankful to God for ſos great 
benefits given us in Chriſt. 

XV, The Argentine Confeſſion of the four Ci- 
ties,Cap. 3. ib. pag.179- hath but this hereof:Wher 


. heretofore they delivered, that a mans own pro 


IJorks are vequired 20 his Fuſtification, we teach that 
this js to be acknowledged wholly received of Gods be- 
nevolence and Chriſt's Merit, and perceived only by 
F aith.C.4.We are ſure that no man can be made Righ- 
teous or ſaved, unleſs he love God above all, aud moft 


ſtudiouſly imitate bim. We can no 6therwiſe be Fuſti- 
fied, that is, become both Righteous and Saved (for 


our Righteouſneſs is our very Salvation) than if we 
being firſt indued with Faith, by which believing the 
Goſpel, and perſmaded that God bath adopted us as 
Sons, and will for ever give us by fatherly benevo- 
lence, we wholly depeud on bis beck (or will. ) 
XVI. The Synod of Dort, mentioneth only 


_ Chriſts death for the pardon of fin and Juſtification. 


The Belgick Contecfſion. SF 22. having mencioned 
Chriſt and his merits made ours, F 23. addeth, 
{ We believe that our bleſſedneſs - confiſteth in Remiſ- 
fron of our ſins for Feſns Chriſt , and that our Righ- 
zeonſn*ſs before God is therein contained,as David and 
Paul teach; We are juſtified freely, or by Grace, 
through the Redemption that is in Chrift Feſus. We 
bold this Foundation firm, and give all the Glory to 


God—preſuming nothing of our ſelves,and our merits, 
but 


Y _ PREY , "y "II! =o 0 Want ns p, ar 4s gh NG Ys . 'X, 
aa : ” PE, A wy p -n INE SONNY « (4 ts et _ TIE THO TADWED LO” > _"* Pu bh > G a F 
by \ þ F< j *r wy = by 
” 
» 
( 3 ) 7 


Z v- We Fe but. ha) q YE One" 4 , 
: * < 
\ # C 


| 18) 
but we reſt on the ſole Obedience of a Crucified Chriſt ; 
which is onrs when we believe in him. | Here you ſee 
'1n what fence they hold that Chriſts merits are 
ours 3 Not to. Juſtifie us by the Law, that ſaith, 
(Obey perfetily and Live) but as the merit of our 
pardon, which they here take for their whole Righ- 
reoulſnels. © 
XVII. The Scottiſh Confeſſion,Corp. Conf. pag. 
125, hath but | that true Believers receive in this life 
Remiſſion of Sins, and that by Faith alone in Chriſts 
blood : So that though fin remain —— yet it is not Im 
puted to us, but is remitted, - and covered by Chriſts 
Righteouſneſs. | This is plain and palt all queſtion. 
XVIII. The French Confeftion is more plain, $ 
IS. ib. pag. 81. | We believe that our whole Riphte- 
ouſneſs lyeth in the pardon of our ſins ; which is alſo as 
David witneſſeth our only bleſſedneſs. Therefore all o- 
ther reaſons by which men think to be juſtified before 
God, we plainly rejef > and all opinion of Merit being 
caſt awaywe reſt only in the Obedience of Chriſt, which 
:s Imputed to us, both that all our fins may be covered, 
and that we may get Grace before God. | 'So that Im- 
putation of Obedience, they think 15 but for pardou 
of fin, and acceptance. 
Concerning Proteſtants Judgment of Imputati- 
on, it is further to be noted 3 1. That they are not 
agreed whether Imputation of Chritt s perfe&Holi- 
neſs and Obedience, be before or after the Imputa- 
tion of his Paſſion in order of nature. Some think 
that our figs are firſt in order of nature done away 
by the Imputation of his ſufferings, that we may 
be free from puniſhment 3 and next, that his perfe- 
ion is Imputed to us, to merit the Reward of life 


- etzrnal ; But the moſt learned Contuters of the Pa- 
piſts 
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piſts hold,that Imputation of Chriſts Obedience and 
Suffering together, are in order of nature before our 
Remiſſhon ot fin and Acceptance, as the meritorious 
cauſe : And theſe can mean it in no other ſence than 
that which I maintain. So doth Davexuant de 
Juſt.hab. et ac&t.& Pet.Molinzus Thel. Sedan. Vol. 1. 


_ Pag. 625. Imputatio juſtitie Chriſti propter quam pec- 
| cata remittuntur, & cenſemnr juſti coram Deo. Maxe- 


ſius Thef. Sedan. Vol. 2. page770, 771. Y 6 & 10. 
makheth the material cauſe of our Tuffication to be the 
Merits and SatisfaGion of Chrift, yea the Merit of 
his Satisfaftion, and ſo maketh the formal Cauſe of 
Faſtification to be the Imputation of Chriſts Righteouſ= 
neſs, or which is the ſame, the ſolemn Remiſſion of all 
ſins, and our free Acceptance with God. Note that he 
maketh Impxtation to be the ſame thing with Re- 
miſſion and Acceptance > which is more than the 


former ſaid. 


2. Note, that when they ſay that Imputation 1s 
the Form of Juſtification, they mean not of Juſtitt- 
cation Paſlively as it is ours, but Actively as it 1s 
Gods Fuſtifying at;(o Mareſius ibidem. And many 
deny it to be the form : And many think that ſaying 
1MPproper. 

3+ Note, that it is ordinarily agreed by Prote- 
ſiants, that Chriſts Righteouſneſs is imputed to us 
in the ſame ſence as our fins are ſaid to be imputed 
to him 3 (even before they are committed many 
Apes 3) which cleareth fully the whole Controverfie 
to thoſe that are but willing to underſtand, and 
blaſpheme not Chriſt ; ſo Mareſtus ubi ſupra: Quem- 
admodum propter deliquia noftra et imputata punita's 
fuit Chriſtus tn terris , ita & propter ejus Tuſtitiam 
nobis imputatam coronamur in Celu. And Foh. 

Crociuas 


" "I'# ) 

Crocins Diſput. 10. p. 502- And Paſſewr in his ſolid 
Dilp. Theſ. Sedan. Vol. 2. pag. 1053, 1054+ While 
he mentioneth only Setisfadion for our Juftificati- 
on, yet SF 27. ſaith that SatisfaGion is imputed to ws, 
and placeth Chrifts Imputed Righteouſneſs in his 
Obedience to the death 3 and faith that this ſatis- 
Fying Obedience, in ſuffering, 15 our Imputed Righ- 
ceoulncls. Ea igitnr Obedientia Chriſti qua Patri 
parwit uſque ad mortem crucis, qua coram Patre com- 
parwit ut voluntggem cjus perficeret, qua a Patre miſ- 
ſus, ut nos ſui ſanguinis effuſione redimeret, juſiitie 
ejws pro peccatis noſtris abunde ſatisfecit > ea inquame 
obedientia ex gratiaPatris imputata &* donata,illa ju 
ftitia eſt qua juſtificamur. And they ordinarily uſe 
the Grmilitude of the Redemption of a Captive, and 
Imputing the Price to him. He addeth ( Hence we 
may gather that as Chriſt was made ſin, ſo we are 
made the Rigbteouſneſs of God, that is by Imputation | 
which 1s true. 

The plain truth in all this is within the reach of 
every ſound Chriſtian,and ſelf-conceited wranglers 
make difficulties where there are none. Yea,how 
far the Papiſis themſclves grant the Proteſtant do- 
frine of Imputation, let the following words of 


Vaſſeur on Bellarmine be judg. | Bellarm. ait, $i 
ſolum vellent baretici nobis imputari Merita Chriſti, 
quia nobir donata ſunt, poſſumus ea Deo Patri offerre 
pro peccatis noftris, quoniam Chriſtus ſuſcepit ſuper ſe 
onus ſatisfacieudi pro nobu,noſque Deo Patri reconcili- 
audi, rea efſet corum Sententia: 1 doubt ſome 
will ay, it is falſe, becauſe Bellarmine granteth it 3 
but Vaſſeur addeth | Hec ille : ſed an noſtra longe 
abeſt ab illa, quam in nob#s requireret ſententia. 


And I wilh the Reader that loveth Truth and Peace 
| 0 


to read the words of Pighius, Caſſander, Bellar- 
mine, &c. ſaying as the Proteſtants, cited by Foh. 
Crocius de Tuſtificat. Diſpnt. 9. pag. 458. &c. And 
of Morton Apolog. eſpecially Tho. F/aldenfis. 
Nazianzen's ſentence pretixed by the great Bafil- 
Dodtors to their Confeſſion, I do affeionately TC 
cite, | Sacred Theologie and Religion is a ſimple and 
naked thing 3 conſiſting of Divine Teſtimonies, without 


any great artifice : which yet ſome do  naughtily rrn 


into a moſt difficult Art. 

The Hiſtory of the Socinians condi Chriſts 
Satisfattion = Merits I overpals, as being handled 
by multitudes of Writers. 

If any impartial man would not be troubled with 
needleſs tedious writings, and yet weuld fee: the 
Truth clearly,about Juſtification and Impntation,in 
a very little room, let him read, 1. Mr- Bradſhaw, 
2 .Mr.Gibbox's Sermou in the Exerciſes at Gile's in 
the Fields. 3. Mr. Traman's great Propitiation. 
4. FoſhnaPlaceus, his Diſput. de Fuſtif. in Theſ. 

Salmur. Vol. 1. 5. And Le Blank's late Theſes ; 
Which will ſatisfie thoſe that have any juſt capa- 
city for ſatisfaction. And if he add Wotton de Recon- 
ciliatione, and Grotius de Satisfattione, he need not 
loſe his labour : no nor by reading Fohn Goodwin 
of Juſtification,though every word be not approve- 
able. And Dr.$:1illingfleer's Sermons of Satisfaction, 

coming laſt, will ki o conduce much to his Juft in= 
tormation. 


So much of the Hiſtorical part. 


CHAP. 
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THAP. 11. 


Ofthe true ſtating of the Controverſie, and 
the explication of the ſeveral points con- 


rained or meerly implyed in it. 
Itake explication to be here more po that 
arghmentation: And therefore Iſhatl yet 
fullier open to you the ſtate of our differences, 
and my own judgment in the point, with the 
reaſons of it, in ſuch neceſſary Diſtinitions, 
and brief Propoſitions, as ſhatl carry their 
own convincing light with them, If any 
think I diftinouiſh too much, let him prove 
any to be needleſs or unjuſt, azd then reject 


it and ſpare not. If any think I diſtinguiſh 


zot accurately enough; let bim add what is 
wanting, and but ſnppoſe that I have elſe- 


where done it, and am not now handling the 
whole doitrine of Fuſtification, but only that 
of” Imputation, and what it neceſſarily in- 


cludeth. 


Hough a man that readcth our moſt Learned 
Proteliants, profeſſing that they agree eve 
with Bellarmixe himſelf in the ſtating of the caſe of 
Imputation, would think that there ſhould need no 
farther ſtating of it. I cited you Bellarmine's 

| words 


| 
| 
] 
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y 
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words before with ls conſerit : I here add 
Johan: Crocius de Juſtit. Diſp. 10. pag. 500. 5or. 
Vide hominis five vertiginem froe improbitatem, clamat 
fieri #on poſſe ut Tuſtitia C briſti nobis imputetnr eo ſen- 
ſu qui hereticy probetur —— Et tamen rellam. vocat 
ſemtentiam, quam ſua faciunt Evangelici. - Quod 
enim cu rela ratione pmguare Hicit,' nos per Taſti- 
11am Chriſti formaliter juſtos nominari & eſſe,tos jon 
zangit > Non dicimus Non ſentimus :' Sed hot totum 
| profieiſcitur e Sopbiſtarum officina,qui phrafin iſt ans no- 
by affingunt.ut poſtea eam exagitent tanquam noſtram: 
(yer ſome 'of our: own give thetn this pretence. ) 
Nos ſententiam quam ille reflam judicat, tenemns, 
tuemur 5 ſic tamen ut addamus,- quod Gents adverſa« 
rig eft intolerabile, non alia” ratibne no#' juſtos cenſe- 
ri coram Deo. | But by Juſtification the Papiſts mean 
Sanctification : - And they count it not intolerable 
to fay that the penalty of our ſins is remitted tous; 
by Si Satisfaction to the Juſtice of God according 
to the Law of Innocency, which Chriſt only hath 
made, Bat though many thruſt in thote indeed, 
and tnoſt of thern much more in words; yet you ſee 
they are forced to ſay as we fay whether they will 
or not : For they feem unwiiling to be thonght to 
agree with us, where they agree indeed. ] Fo the 
following words of Feb, Crocius pages 506,507: Ofc. 
ſhew the common (ence of molt Protettants;, [ When 
Bellarmine obſerverh that Imputaticn maketh us as 
hreows as Chriſt, heaith; | If weſaid that we' are 
#, =— by Chriſts eſſential righteouſneſs, —=— But 
we ſay it net. + Tea above all we-retonnte that which 
the Sophiſter puts in of bis ore, even that which be 
ſaith of Formal Righteouſneſs © For it is not our opini- 
on, that we are conſtituted formally Righteous by 
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Chriſt's Righteouſneſs, which we rather call the Mate- 
rial cauſe. —— I 32+ Chriſts ſatisfadion is made for 
all : But it is imputed to ns, not as it is made for all, 
but as for us. Tillnſtrate it by the like. The Kings 
Son payeth the debt of 4 Community deeply indebted to 
the King, and thence bound to perpetual ſlavery. This 
payment gets liberty for this, and that, and the other 
member of the Community : For it is imputed to them 
by the King as if they bad paid it. But this Imputa-_ 
2101 iransferreth not the honour to them, but brings 
them to partake of the Benefit. So when the price paid 
by Chriſt for all, is imputed to this or that man, he is 
taken into the ſociety of the Benefit, —— Pag. 503. 
Diſtinguiſh between the Benefit,and the Office of Chriſt. 
The former is made ours, but not the latter, ——Pag. 
542+ The Remiſſin of fin is nothing but the Imputati- 
on of Chriſts Righteouſneſs. Rom. 4+ Where Im- 
putation of Righteouſyeſs, Remiſſion of Intquities,and 
non-imputation -of fin, are all one, —  Pag. 547. 
God imputeth it as far as be pleaſeth, — Pag. 548. 
Princes oft impute the merits of Parents 10 unworthy 
Children, —— Pag. 551. He denycth that we have - 
Tafinite Righteouſneſs in Chriſt, becauſe it s imputed 
t0 us 1H a finite manner, even ſo far as was requiſite t0 
our abſolution- | 

But I will a little more diſtinctly open and re- 
ſolve the Calc. 

1. We mult diſtinguiſh of Righteouſneſs as it re- 
Jateth to the Preceptive part of the Law + and as it 
relateth to the Retributive part : The tirft Righte- 
oxſneſs, 1s Iunocency contrary to Reatus Culpe ; The 
ſecond is Fus ad impunitatem & ad premium (ſen 
donum,)Right to Impunity and to the Reward. 

' 2. We mult dittinguith of Chriſts Righteouſneſs, 
| | which 


5T.) 

which is either ſo called, farmally and BED 
which is the Relation of Chriff ſts perſan to his, Law of 
iy ror impoſed on him, 1. As Imocent and n 
perfe& obeyer 3 2. As one that deſerved not puniſh- 
ment,but Lfervel Reward. Or it 1s ſo called maze- 
rially and improperly 3 which is, Thoſe ſame. Habizs, 
Alts aud Sufferings of Chriſt, from which his Relath- 

on of Righteons did reſult. 
We mult diſtinguiſh of Inmputation, which 
fignifyeth (here) 1. To repute us perſonally to have 
been the Agents of Chriſts As, t © ſubjedsr of. his 
Habits and Paſfion in a Phyſical ſence. ' 2. Or to 
repute the.ſame formal Relation of FOE aac iy, 
which was in Chriſts perſon, to be iv oxrs as the 
ſubjef, 3. Or to repute us to have been the very 
ſubjebts of C brift”s s Habits and Paffion;and the Agents 
of. his Ads in a Political or Moral ſenſe, (and not; a 
phyſical) 3 as a man paycth a debt by his Servant;or 
Attorney,or Delegate. 4. And conſequently to xe- 
pute a double formal Righteouſneſs to reſult from the 
{aid Habits, Adis, and Paſſionsz one to Chriſt as the 
aatural Subjef and Agent, and another to us as the 
Moral,Polmical, or reputed Subject and Agent (And 
ſo his Formal Righteouſneſs not to be imputed to us 
in it ſelf as ours, but another to reſult from the ſame 
Matter.) 5. Orelſe that we are reputed both the 
Agents and Subjefs of the Matter of his Righteoul- 
neſs, morally.and alſo of the Formal Righteouſneſs 
of Chriſt himſelf. 6. Or elſe by Imputation is 
meant here,that Chritt being truly reputed to have 
taken the Nature of finful man,and become a Head 
tor all true Believers, in that undertaken Nature 
and Office in the Perſon of a Mediator, to have ful- 
flled all the Law inipoſed on him, by pertet _—_— 
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and Obedience, and Offering himſelf on the Croſs a 
Sacrifice for our fins, voluntarily ſuffering 1n our 


* 


fiead; us if he had been a ſinner, (guilty of all our 
Irns)As ſoon as we believe we are pardoned, juſtifi- 
ed;adopted for the ſake and merit of this Holineſs, 


? 


Obedience and penal Satisfa&ion of Chriſt, with as 


full demonſtration of divine Fuftice,at leaſt,and more 
fulkdemonſtration of his /iſdom 'ahnd Mercy, than 
if we had ſuffered our {elves what our (ins deſerved 
{that is,' been damned) or had never finned : And 
{o Righteouſneſs is imputed to us, that is, we are ac- 
counted or reputed righteous, (not in relation to the 
Precept, that is, iznocent, or finleſs, but in relati- 
onto the Retribution, that is, ſuch as have Right to 
Impunity and Life,)becaufe Chriſt's foreſaid perfect 
Holineſs, Obedience and SatisfaRion, merited our 
Pardon, and Adoption,and the Spirit 3 or merited the 
New- Covenant, by which,as an Inſtrument, Pardok, 
Feftification and Adoption are given toEelievers,and 
the-Sprrit to be given to ſanctifie them : And when 
we believe, we are juſtly repated ſuch as have Right 
to all theſe purchaſed Gitts. 

4- And that it may be underſtood how far Chriſt 
did Obey or Suffer in our ſtead, or perſon, we muſt 
diſtinguiſh, 1. Betwcen his taking the Nature of 
finful man, aud taking the Perſcn of finners. 
2. Between his taking the Perſon of a ſinner, and 
taking the Perſon of you and me, and each particular 
ſinner. 3. Between his taking our finful perſons 
ſimply, & ad omnia, and taking them only, ſecun- 
dum quid, in tantum, & ad hoc. 4. Between his 
Jeffering in the Perſon of finners, and his obeying and 
ſundity in the Perſon of finners or of us in particular. 
5. Between his Obeying and Suffering 11 our Ie, 
Þ an 
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ind our Obeying wy PR in his Perſon (Nate... 
ral or Political. M 4d now I ſhall make uſe »" M4 
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chem that deny it, ſome OY froukd is. 
putin ſtead = it 3 becauſe, 1. ; The Scripture hath- 
as good,if not much better,phraſes,to ſignific all, in 


& #8 % 4 


this that is neceſſary. 2. And itis ſuppoſed that _ 
Diſputants are agreed of all that is expreſs iu the,, 


fure. 
.: Yet (6 much i is ſaid in Scripture,as may make 
this} phraſe [of Imputing Chrift”s Righteouſneſs to us} 


ScxzPt 


juſifiable in the ſound ſence here explained : For 


i thing meant by it i5 true, and the phraſe intelli- 
tble. 

4- Chriſt's Righteouſneſs is anpated to Relic. 
vers, in the ſixth ſence here before explained 3. A$- 
the Meritorious cauſe of our Pardon, Juſtification, 
Rightcouſne(s, Adoption, SanQihcation and wateed 
tion, &c.. as is opened. 


. Chriſt did not ſuffer all in kind ( mach | i. ig - 


duration ) which ſinful man deſerved to caſey : 


As e.g. 1- He was not hated of God; 2. Nor de: 


prived or deſerted of the ſanditying Spirit, and. {0 
of its Graces and Gods Image; Nor had 3. any 
of that permitted penalty by which fin it (elf is a 
miſery and puniſhment to the finner. 4. He fell 
not under the Power of the Devil as a deceiver and 
ruler, as the ungodly do, 5. His Conſcience did. not 
accuſe him of-fin, and torment him for it. 6. He 
did not totally deſpair of ever being ſaved. 7, The 
| E 3 fire 
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( 54 
fire of Hell did not torment his body. More fach 


inſtances may be given for proof. 

*'6. Chriſt did not perform all the Carne obedience 
in kind, which many men,yea all men, are or were 
bound to perform.” - As 1. Hedid not dreſs and 
keep that Garden which Adm was commanded to 
dreſs and keep. 2. He did not the conjugal offices 
which Adam, and millions more, were bound to. 3. 
Not the Paternal Offices to Children: 4. Nor all the 
offices of a King on Earth, or Magiſtrate : nor ofa 
Servant, 8c. Nor"the daty "of the'Sick. 5. He 
did not repent offih; nor turn from fr ro God,nor | 
mortifie or reſiſt 1n himſelt any finful luſt 3 nor'te- 
ceive 2 Saviour by Faith, nor was circumciſed. or 
baptized for the Remiſſion of his fibs> nor loved 
God or thanked him for redeeming or pardoning, 
him3 nor obeyct Got in the nfe br any Ordinance 
or Means, Dr the ſubduing of fin, and healing*or_ 
ſaving of his Soul from any fin or deſerved wrath | 
of /God 3 with much more ſuch. 

9. Chriſt did perform much which noman elfe. 
was-bound todo: As to redeem ' Souls, to work 
his Miracles and the reſt of the works, peculiar to 
the Mediator, 

8. That Law which bound us to Suffering, (or. 
made it our due) botind not Chriſt to it, (as being 
innocent) 3 But he was bound to it by che Fathers | 
aj of Mediator, and by his own vohuntary ſpon-. 

ION- 


9. TheLaw Ae every Gini himſelf to ſuf- 
fer, was not fulfilled by the $ uffering of Chriſt our 
Sponfor : : But only the Lawgiver ſatisfied by at-* 
fatning, 1 its Ends. For neither the letter nor fence 


of 1 It ſaid, | Tf thou fin, thou or thy ſurety ſhall ſuffer. } 
IO. Chritt 
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10. Chriſt ſatisfied Fuſtice and obeyed in Humane 
Nature, which alſo was Holy in him. 

11. He did not this as a Natzral Root, or Head 
to man, as Adam was; to convey Holineſs or 
Righteouſneſs by natural propagation,as Adam ſhould 
have done ; and did by fin: For Chriſt had no 
Wife or natural Children; But asa Head ,by Contrafl 
3s a Husband to a Wife, anda King to a Kingdom, 
and a Head of Spiritual Influx. 

12. No as being AGzally ſuch a Head to the 
Redeemed © when he Obeyed and Suffered; but as 
a Head by Aptitude and Office, Power and Virtwe,who 
was to beeome a Head afuallyto every one when 
they Believed and Conſented; Being before a Head 
for them, and over thoſe that did exiſt, but not a Head 
10 them, in act. 

13. Therefore they were not Chriſts members 
Fs mann (much leſs Natural) when he obeyed and 
ied. 

14. A Natural Head being but a part of a perſon, 
what it doth the Perſon doth. But ſeeing a Contra- 
Hed Head,and all the members of his Body Contrafed 
or Politick, are every one a diſtin Perſon,it follow- 
eth not that cach perſon did really or reputatively 
what the Head did. Nay it is a good conſequence 
that [If be did it as Head, they did #t not (numeri- 
cally) as Head or abs 

15. Chriſt S»ffered and Obeyed in the Perſon of 
the Mediator between God and man 3 and as a ſub- 
Jed to the Law of Mediation. 

16. Chriſt may be ſaid to ſuffer in the eſis of a 
ſinner, as it meanerh his own perſon reputed and uſed 
4 a (inner by his perſecutors,and as he was one who 
tiood before God as an Undcrtaker to ſuffer for 
Man's fin. 17. Chriſt 
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. 17. Chriſt ſuffered in the place and ftead of þx- 
pers, that they might be delivered, though in the 
perſon of a Sponſor. 

18. When we are agreed that the Perſon of the 
Sponſor, and of every particular ſinner are divers ; 
and that Chriſt had not ſuffered, it we had not fin- 
ned, and that he as a Sponſor ſufferedin our ſtead, 
and ſo bore the puniſhment, which ot be, but we 
deſerved; If any will here inſtead of a Mediator or 
Sponſor call him our Repreſentative, and fay that he 
ſuffered even in all our Perſons reputatively, not 
ſimpliciter, but ſecundsm quid, & in tantum only; 
that is, not repreſenting our Perſons. firwply and in 
all reſpe&s, and to all ends, but only ſo far as to be a 
ſgcrifice for our (ins, and ſuffer in our place and ſtead 
what he fuffered 3 we take this to be but lis de #0- 
' mine, a queſtion about the ame and words: And 
we will nct oppoſe any man that thinketh thoſe 
words fitteſt, as long as we agree in the matter ſig- 
nified. And ſo many Proteſtant Divines ſay that 
Chriſt ſuffered in the perſon of every ftnner, (at 
leaſt Ele&,) that is, fo far only and to ſuch effects. 

19. Chriſt did not ſuffer ſirialy, imply, abl(o- 
lately, in the perſon of any one elect finnexr, much 
leſs in the millions of perſons of them all, in Law- 
ſence,or in Gods eſteem. God did not eſteem Chrilt 
to be natarally, or as an abſolute Repreſenter,David, 
Manaſſeb, Paul, and every ſuch other ſinner, but 
pnly a Mediator that ſuffercd in their ſtead. . 

20. God did make Chrili zo be fix for us 3 that is, 
A: Sacrifice for our fin, and one that by Man was. re- 
puted, and by God and Man was aſed, 2s ſinners are, 
and deſcrve to be. 
' 21, Chxilt was not our Delegate in Obeying or 


p Suffering 5 


No - 

uffering : We did not commiſſiori him, or depute 
_ rs what hedid im our ſtead : But he w it 
by God's Appointment and his own Will, $i 
' 22, Tiftrefore he did it on God's terms, and to 
what effects it pleaſed God, and not-on our terms, 
nor to what cffedts we pleaſe. St hy 

23+ God did not ſuppoſe or repute Chriſt, to 

have committed all or any of the fins which we all 
committed, nor to have had all the wickedneſ$in 
his nature which was in ours, nor.to have deſerved 
what we deſerved : Nor did he in this proper ſence 
impute our (ins to Chrilt. wn ol | 


< 


24. The falſe notion of God's ſtrict imputing all 
our ins to Chriſt, and eſteeming him the greateft 
linner in the World, being fo great a Blaſphemy 
both againſt the Father and the Son, it- is ſafeſt in 
(ach Controverlies to hold to the plain and ordina- 
ry words of Scypture. And it is not the Wiſdom 
nor Impartiality of ſome men, who greatly cry up 
the Scripture-perfe&tion, and decry the addition of 
2 Ceremony or Form in the Worſhip of God z that 
yet think Religion is endangered, if our Confeffion 
uſe not the phraſes of | God's Imputing our fin t0 
Chriſt, and bis Imputing Chriſt's Righteouſneſs to us} 
when neither of them 1s in the Scripture 3 As ifall 
God's Word were not big or perfett enough to 
make us a Creed or Confeſſion 1n ſuch phraſes as it 
is fit for Chriſtians to take up with: Countenancing 
the Papiſts, whole Faith 15 (welled to the many Vo--: 
Iumes of the Councils, and no man can know how 
much more 15 to be added, and when we have all. 

25. God doth not repute or account us to have 
ſuffered in our Natural perfons what Chriſt ſuffered 
for us, nor Chriſt to have ſuffered in our Natural 


perſons, 26+ Though 
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26. Though Chriſt ſuffered #4 our ſtead, and” in 
a large ſence, to certain uſes and in ſome reſpetits, as 


the Repreſenter,or in the Perſons of finners 3 yet did 


he not ſo far repreſent their perſons in his Habitual 
Holineſs and AQual Obediexce (no not in the Obedi- 
_ ence of bis Suffering,) as he did in the ſuffering it 
| Jelf-He obeyed not in the Perſon of a ſinner,much leſs 
of millions of {inners z which were to ſay, In the 
perſon of ſinners be never ſinned, He ſuffered, to ſave 
us from ſuffering 3 but he obeyed not to ſave us from 
obeying, but to bring us to Obedience. Yet his 
PerfeGton of Obedience had this exd, that perfe@ Obe- 
dzence might not be xeceſſary in us to our Juſtifica- 
tion and Salvation. 
. 27+ It was not we our ſelves who did perfedly 0- 
bey, or were. perfedly holy, or ſuffered for fin in the 
Perſon of Chriſt, or by Him : Nor did we (Natn- 
rally or Morally) merit our own Salvation by obcy- 
ing in Chriſt ; nox did we ſatisfie Gods Juſtice for 
er fits, nor purchaſe pardon of Salvation to 'our 
ſclves, by our Suffering in and by Chriſt 3 All ſuch 
phraſe and {ence is contrary to Scripture.But Chriſt 
did this for us. 
. 28. , Therefore God doth not repute us to have 
done it, (ccing it 15 not true. 
29, It is. impoſſible for the #ndividual formal 
Righteouſneſs, of Chriſt, to be our Formal perſonal 
Righteouſneſs, Becaule it is a Relation and Accident, 
which cannot be tranſlated from'ſubjec to ſubject, 
and cannot be in divers ſubjects the ſame. ” 
| Zo. Where the queſtion is, Whether Chriſts Ma- 
ecrial Righteouſneſs, that is, his Habits, Ads. and 
Sufferings themſelves, be Ours, we. muſt conſider 
how a min can have Propriety in Habits, Ads and 
| Paſſions 
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Paſſioys who is the ſubject of them: and in Aions, 
who is the Agent of them. To Give the ſame Tntli-, 
vidual Habit or Paſfion'to another, # an Impoſſibility; 
that is, to make him by Gift the ſubje& of it. For 
it is not the ſame, if it be in another ſubje&. To 
make one man really or phyſically to have been the 


Agent of anothers AF, even that Tudividual AG, if. 


he was not (o, is a contradiction and impoſſibilitys: . 
that is, to make it true, that I did that which I 24 
not, To be ours by Divine Imputation, cannot be, 
to be ours by a falſe Reputation, or ſuppolition that 
we did what we did not : For God cannot err or 
lie. There is therefore but one of theſe two ways. 
left, Ether that we our ſelves in perſon, truly bad: 
the babits which Chriſt had, and did all that Chriſt: 
did, and ſuffered all that he ſuffered, and ſo ſatiifled, 
and merited Life in aud by him, as by an Inflrument,; 
or Legal Repreſenter of onr perſons in. all this ; Whigh: 
[am anon to Confute : or elſe, That Chriſts Satisfa- 
ion, Righteouſneſs, and the Habits, As and Suf=. 
ferings in which it iay, are imputed to us,and made 
ours'3 not rigidly in the very thing it (elf, but in: 
the Effe&ts and Benefits 3 In as much as we are as. 
really Pardoned, Fuſtified, Adopted by them,as the 
Meritorious cauſe, by the inſtrumentality of the. 
Covenants Donation, as if we our ſelves had done. 
and fuffered all that Chriſt did, as a Mediator and 
Sponſor, do and ſuffer for us : I ſay, As really and 
certainty, and with a fuller demonſtration of Gods 
Mercy and Wiſdom,and with a ſuthcient demonſira- 
tion of his Juſtice. Bug not that our propriety in 
the benefits is in all reſpects the ſame, as it ſhould 
have been if we had been, done, and ſuffered our ſelves 
what Chriſt did. Thus Chriſts Righteouſneſs 1s ours. 
31. Chriſt 
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5 Chriſt is truly The Lord ou Righteoueſt zin 
more reſpects than one or two: 1. In that he is 
the meritorious Cauſe of the Pardon of all our fins,and 
our full Juſtification, Adoption,and right to Glary ; 
and by his Satisfa&ion and Merits only, our Tultik- 
cation by the Covenant of Grace againli the 
Curſe of Wa Law of Works is purchaſed. 2. In 
that he is the Legiſlator, Teliator and Donor of 
our Pardon, and an Gearion: by this new-Teſta- 
ment or Covenant. 3. In that he is the Head of In- 
flux, and King and Interceſſor, by and from whom 
the Spirit 1s given, to ſancifte us to God, and 
cauſe us fincerely to perform the Conditions of the 
Juſtifying and ſaving Covenant, in Accepting and 
Improving the mercy then given, 4+ In that heis 
the Righteous Judge and Jultifyer of Believers by 
ſentence of Judgment. - all theſe Reſpects he. is 
The Lord our Riphteouſueſs. 

32. Weare is id to be made the Righteouſneſs of 
Gil; in him : 1, In that, ashe was aſed like a ſinner 
for us, (but not cſtecmed one&by God jo we are uſed 
like Innocent perſoas (o far aSto be ſaved by him, 

2. In that through his Merits, and upon our 10 
with him,when we believe and conſent to his Cove 
nant, we .are pardoned and juſtified, and ſo made 
Righteous really, that is, ſuch as arenot to be cox- 
demned but to be glorited. 3. In that the Divine 
Nature and Inherent Righteouſneſs, to them that are 

21 bim by Faith, are for his Merits, given by the 
Holy Ghoſt. 4. In that God's Juſtice and Holineſs 
Truth , Wiſdom, and Mercy,re all wonderfully de- 
inonktraced 1n this way of patdoning and juſtifying 
fianers by Chriſt. Thus are we made the Righte- 
ouſncls of God in him, 


33. For 


33s. For Righteouſneſs to be imputed to ws, is all 
one. as, to be accounted Righteoms, Rom: 4. 6, 11. 

not withſtanding that we be not Righteous as ful 
fillers of the Law of Innocency. + EY 
34. For Faith to be imputed to us for Righteouſueſs, 
Rom. 4. 22,23, 24+ 1s plainly meant, that- God 
who under the Law of in————_ required perfect 
Obedience,of us to our Juſtification and Glorificati- 
on, upon the ſatisfation and merits of Chriſt, hath 
freely given a full Pardo and Right to Life, to all 
true Believersz{0 that now by theCovenant of Grace 
nothing is required of 45, to our Juſtification, but 
Faith : all che reſt being done by Chriſt; And ſo 
Faith in God the Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt, is 
reputed truly to be the condition on our part,on 
which Chriſt and Life,by that Baptiſmal Covenant, 

are made Ours: | 
25. Juſtification, Adoption, and Life eternal are 
confidered 3 1. D©wnoad ipſam rem, as to the thing 
it ſclf in value. 2. Duvad, Ordinem Conferendi & 
Recipiends, as to the order and manner of Conveyance 
and Participation» In the firlt reſpect, Ir # a meer 
free-gift 20 us, purchaſed by Chriſt : In the ſecond re. 
ſpect, Itisa Reward to Believers, who thank- 
fally accept the free-Gift according to its nature 

and uſes. | | 
36+ It is an error contrary to the ſcope of the 
Goſpel to ſay, that the Law of Warks,or of Innocency, 
doth juſtife us, as performed either by our f{<lvcs, or 
by Chrift, For that Law condemneth and curſeth 
us 3 And we are not efficiently juſtified by it, but 

from or againſt it. 

27. Therefore we have no Rightcouſncls in Re- 
ality or Reputation formally ours, which conlitjeth 
in 
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in the firſt ſpecies 3 that is,in a Conformnty to the Pre. 
ceptive part of the Law of Innocency > we are not re. 
puted Innocent ; But only a Righteouſneſs which 
confifteth in Pardon of all fin,and right to life, (with 
fincere performance of the Condition of the Covenant of 
Grace, that is, True Faith. ) 

... 38. Our pardon puts not away our Guilt of Fad 
or. Fault, but our Gmilt of,or,oblig ation to Puniſhment, 
God doth not yepute us ſuch as never tinned, or 
ſuch as by our Innocency merited Heaven, but fuch 
aSare not to be damned, but to be glorified, becaulc 
pardoned and adopted through the Satisfaction and 
Merits of Chriſt. ” 

\ 39. Yet the Reatus (ups is remitted to us Rela- 
tively as to the puniſhment, though not in it (df; 
that is, It ſhall not procure our Damnation : Even 
as Chriſt's Righteouſneſs is, though not m it (elf, 
yet reſpeCtively as to the Benefits ſaid to be made 
ozrs, in as much as we ſhall have thoſe benefits by 
It. 

40. Thus both the Material and the Formal 
Righteouſneſs of Chriſt are made owrs , that 1s, Both 
the Holy Habits and Ads, and his Sufferings, with 
the.Relative formal R:ghteonſneſs of his own Perſon,be- 
cauſe theſe are altogether one Meritorious cauſe of 
our Jultification, commonly called the Material 
Caule. | 

Obj. But though Forma Denominat; yet if Chriſt 
Righteouſneſs in Matter and Form, be the Meritoriow 
Cauſe of ours, and that be : he ſame with the Material 
Cauſe, it 15 a very tolerable ſpeech to ſay,that His Righ- 
teouſueſs is Onrs in it ſelf, while it is the very matter 
of our. 

Auſ.1, When any man is Righteous Immediately by 

any 
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ary. aftion, that action is called the Matter of his 
Righteouſneſs, in ſuch an Analogical ſenſe as Action, 
an Accident may be called Matzer, becauſe the Re- 
lation of Righteous is founded or. ſubjected firſt or 
partly in that Aion. And fo when Chriſt perfect. 
ly obeyed, it was the Mater of his Righteouſneſs. But: 
to be Righteous and to Merit are not all one notion : 
Merit 1s adventitious to meer Righteouſneſs. Now: 
it is not Chriſts AGons in themſclves that.our Right. 
rccouſne(s reſulteth from immediately as his own 
did 3 But there 3s firſt his Aion then his formal 
Righteouſneſs thereby 3 and thirdly, bis Merit by that. 
Righteouſneſs which goes to procure the Covenant- 
Donation of Righteouſnals to us, by which Cove- 
nant we are efficiently made Righteous. So that the 
name of a Material Cauſe is much more properly gi- 
ven to Chriſfts AGions, as to his own formal Rigbee- 
ouſneſs,than as to owrs.But yet this 15 but de nomine. 
2. Above all, conſider what that Righteouſneſs is 
which Chriſt merited for us,C which 1s the heart of 
the Controverlie.) It is not of the ſame ſpecies or 
fort with his own, His Rightcouſne(s was a per- 
fect finleſs Tnnocency, and Conformity to the precep- 
tive part of the Law of Innocency in Holineſs. Outs 
1s not ſuch. The diſſenters think it is ſuch byImputa- 
tron, and here is the difference. Ours is but 1n re- 
[pe& to the ſecond or retributive part of the Law , a 
Right to Impunity and Life,and a Fuſtification not at 
all by that Law, but from its curſe or cindemnation. 
The Law that faith, Obey perfeitly and live, fin 
and die, doth not juſtifie us as perſons that have 
perfectly obeyed it,really or imputatively ; But its 
obligation to puniſhment 1 diſſolved, not by it tel, 
buc by the Law of Grace, {t is then by the Law 
of 
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_ of Grace that we are judged and juſtified. Accord- 
ing to it, 1- We are not really ot reputatively ſuch 
as have perfedly fulfilled all its Precepts ; 2. But we 
are (auch as by Grace do ſincerely perform the Conditi« 
01 of its promiſe. 3- By which promiſe of Gift, we 
are ſuch as have right to Chriſts own per/oz, in the 
Relation and Union of a Head and Saviour, and 
with him the pardon of all our ſins, and the right of 
Adoption 10 the Spirit, and the Heavenly Tnberitance 
as purchaſed by Chriſt. So that belides our Inherent 
or Adherent Righteoulneſs of fincere Faith, Repen- 
tance and Obedience, as the performed condition of 
the Law of Grace, we have no other Righteouſnels 
our (elves, but Right to Impunity and to Life : and 
not any imputed finleſs Innocency at all. God par- 
doneth our tins and adopteth us, for the fake of 
Chriſts ſufferings and perfeft Holineſs : But he doth 
not account us perfectly Holy for 1t, nor perfe@ly 
Obedient. So that how-ever you will call it, whe- 
ther a Material Cauſe or a Meritorious, the thing 1s 
ain» | : 

g Ohj. He i made of God Righteouſneſs to us. 
 Anſ. Trae : But that's none of the queſtion, 
But how 15 he {ſo made? 1. As heis made Wiſdom, 
Sanctifhcation and Redemption as aforeſaid. 2. By 
Mcrit,Satisfaction, Dircction, Preſcription and Do- 
nation. He 1s the Meritorious Cauſe of our Par- 
don, of 6ur Adoption, of our Right to: Heaven, 
of that new Covenant which is the Inſtrumental 
D-ed of Gift, contirming all theſe : And hbe-is alfo 
our Righteouſncls in the fenſe that Auſtin fo much 
ftandeth on, as all our Holineſs and Righteouſneſs 
of Heart and Lite, 1s not of our natural endeavour, 
but his gitt,and operation by his Spirit.z canſingus 
lQ 
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- | to obey his Holy precepts and Example. - All theſe. 
| | ways he is made'of God our Righteouſneſs ; Be- 
> || fides the ObjeQtive way of ſenſe 3 as he is Objefively 
* | madeour J/iſdom, becauſe it is the truett wiſdom 
> | to know him 3 So he is objectively made our Righ- 

zeonſneſs, in that it is that Goſpel- Righteouſneſs 
| | which is required of owr ſelves,by his grace,to believe 
F | in him and obey him. | 
; 41+ Though Chriſt fu'hlled not the Law by Ha- 
t F bitual Holineſs and Actual Obedience, ftrialy in the. 
- | Individualperſon of cach particular finner 3 yet he 
t | did it in the nature of Man : And ſo humane nature, 
5 | (conſidered 3# ſpecze, and in Chritt perſonally, 
1 || though not conlidercd as atotum, or as perſonally 
- in each man. )did ſatisfie and fullfil theLaw and Me- 
t | rit. As Humane Nature ſinned in Adam attually 
n | in ſpecie, and in his individual perſon, and all our 
Y || Perſons were ſeminally aud virtually in him, and «+ 
'* | accordingly finned, or are reputed finners, as ha- 
S | ving no nature but what he conveyed who could 

convey no better than he had (either as to Relation 

or Real quality) : But not that God reputed us to 
. | have been attzally exiſtent, as really diſtind perſons 
> | in Adam (which is not truce.) Even ſo Chriſt 0- 
Y | beyed and ſuffered in our Nature, and in our nature 
- | as it was in him and humane finfu] nature in ſpecze 
was Univerſally pardoned by him, and Eternal life 
freely given't0 all men for his merits, thus tar impu- 
ted to them, their fins being not impured to hinder 
this Gift z which is made 1n and by the Covenant 
of Grace : Only the Gitt hath the Condition of 
mans Acceptance of it according to 1ts nature, 2 Cor. 
5. 19, 20- And all the individuals that (hall in time 
by Faith accept-the Gift,are there and thereby made 

F {uch 
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ſuch as the Covenant for his merits doth juſtifie, by 
that General Gift. 9 
42. As Adam was a Head by Nature, and there- 
fore conveyed Guilt by natural Generation 3 fo. 
Chriſtis a Head (not by nature but) by Sacred 
Contra&; and therefore conveycth Right to Par- 
don, Adoption and Salvation, not by Generation, 
but by Contract, or Donation. So that 'what it 
was to be naturally in Adam, feminally and vir- 
tually; though not perſonlly in exiſtencezeven that 
it is, jn order to our benefit by-him' to be 27 Chrift 
by Contrat or the new Covenant,virtually,though not 
in perſonal exiſtence when the Covenant was'made. 
43. They:thercfore that look upon Juttification 
or Righteouſneſs, as coming to us immediately by 
Imputation of Chritis Righteouſneſs to us, . withoac 
the Infirumental Intervention and Conveyance or 
Collation by this Decd of Gitt or Covenant,do'cqn- 
found themſelves by confounding and overlooking 
the Cauſes of our Juſtification. That which Chrift 
did by his inerits was to procure the new Cove- 
nant, - The nzw Covenant is a free Gift of pardon 
and life with Chriit himſelf, for his merits and fa- 
tisfaction fake. 

44+ Though the Perſon of the Mediator be not 
rcally or reputatively the very perſon of each ſinner, 
(nor {0 maxy perſons as there are ſiuners or believers,) 
yet it doth belong to the Perſon of the. Mediator,{o 
tar (limicedly) to bear the perſon of a ſinner, and to 
ſtand in the place of the Perſons of all Sinners, as to 
bear the panithment they deſerved, and'to ſuffer for 
their fins. : 
45+ Scripture ſpeaking of moral matters, uſually 
ſpcaketh rather in Moral than meer Phyſical 
f phraſe ; 
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phraſe : And in firict Phyſical ſence, Chrifts very 
perſonal Righteouſneſs (Material or Formal) is not 


ſo given ous, as that we are proptietors of the ve. 


ry thing it ſelf, but only of the effects (Pardon, 
Righteouſneſs and Life,)yet in a larger Moral phraſe 
that very thing is oft ſaid to be given to us, which 
1s given to another, or done or ſuffered for our be- 
nefit. He that ranſometh a Captive from a Con- 
querer,Phyfically giveth the Money to the Conque- 
rer & not to the Captive,& giveth the Captive only 
the Liberty purchaſed : But morally and reputatively 
he 1s ſatd to give the Money to the Captive, becauſe 
he gave It for him. And it redeemeth him as well as it 
he had given it himfelf. He that giveth ten thou- 
{and pounds to purchaſe Lands,& freely giveth that 
”and to another 3 phyſically giveth the Money to the 
Seller only, and the Land only to the other, , But 
morally and reputatively we content our 'felves 
with the metonyrmical phraſe, and ſay, he gave the 
other ten thouſxtid pound. So morally it may be 
fatd, that Chriſts Rightcouſnels, Merits and Satis- 
faction, was given to us, in that the ching purcha- 
fed by it was piven to us 3 when the Satisfaction 


was given or made to God. Yea when we laid it 


was made to God, we mean only that he was pal- 
ſively the Terminus of active Satisfaction, being the 
party ſatisfyed 3 but not that he himfelf was made 
the Subject and Apent of Habits and Acts,andRigh. 
teouſneſs of Chriſt as in his kumane nature, except 
as the Divine Nature acted it,or by Communication 
of Attributes. 7 

46. Becauſe the words: | Perſon ) and | Perſona- 
ting] and | Repreſenting] are ambiguous (as all hu- 
mane language 15,,) while fome uſe them 1n a ſtraGer 
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( 68 ) | 
ſenſe than others do, we mult try by other explica- 
tory terms whether we agree in the matter, and 
not lay the ſtreſs of our Controverſy upon the bare 
words. So ſome Divines ſay that Chriſt ſuffered in 
the Perſon of a ſinner,when they mean not that he re- 
preſente the Natural perſon of any one particular 
finner ; but that his own Perſo# was reputed the 
Sponſor of ſinners by God, and that he was judged 
a real ſinner by his perſecuters 3 and ſo ſuffered as 
if he had been a ſinner. 
47. As Chriſt is leſs improperly ſaid to have Re- 
preſented our Perſons in his ſatisfactory Sufferings, 
_ than in his perſonal perfe& Holineſs and Obedience, 
ſo he is leſs improperly ſaid to have Repreſented all 
mankind as newly fallen in Adam, in a General ſenſe, 
for the purchaſing of the univerſal Gift of Pardon and 
Life, called, Th: new Covenant > than to have Repre- 
ſented in his perfet Holineſs and his Sufferings, every 
Believer confidered as from bis firſt being to bis Death. 
Though it is certain that he dyed for all their fins 
from fiilt to laſt, For it is moſt true, 1. That 
Chritit is as a {cond Adam, the Root of the Re- 
d-cmeds And as we derive {in from Adam, ſo we 
derivelife from Chrilt, (allowing the difference be- 
tween a Natural and a Voluntary way of derivati- 
on.) And though no mans Perſon as a Perſon was 
actually exiftent and offended in Adam, (nor was by 
God reputed to have been and done) yet all mens 
Perſons were Virtzally and Seminally in Adam as is 
aforeſaid 3 and when they are exiſtent perſons, they 
are no bettereither by Relative Innocency,or by Phy- 
fical Diſpoſition, than he could propagate : and are 
truly and juſtly reputed by God to be Perſons 
Guilty of Adams fad, 1o far as they were by «ac 
Mie 
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ſeminally and virtually in him : And Chriſt the (e- 
cond Adam is in a fort the root of Man 4s Man, 
(though not by propagation of us; yet) as he is the 
Redeemer of Nature it ſelf from deſtrucion, but 
more notably the Root of Saints as Saints, who are 


to haveno real ſanQity but what ſhall be derived 
from him by Regeneration, as Nature and Sin is 
from Adam by HE 1 But Adam did not 
repreſent all his poſterity as to all the Actions 
which they ſhould do themſelves from their Birth 
to their Death 3 ſo that they (ſhould all have been. 
taken for perfely obedient to the death, if Adam 
had not ſinned at that time, yea or during his Life. 
For if-any of them under that Covenant had ever 
ſinned afterward in their own perſon, they ſhould 
have died for it. But for the time paſt, they were 
Guilcleſs or Guilty in Adam, as he was Guiltleſs or 
Guilty himſelf, fo far as they were in Adam: And 
though that was but in Cauſa, & non extra cauſamz 
Yet a Generating Cauſe which propagateth eſſence 
from eſſence, by ſelf-multiplication of form, much 
differeth from an Arbitrary facient Cauſe in this. If 


Adam had obeyed, yet all his poſterity had been ne- 


vertheleſs bound to perfect perſonal perſevering O- 
bedience on pain of Death. And Chriſt the ſecond 
Adam \o far bore the perſon of fallen Adam, and 
ſuffered in the nature and room of Mankind in Ge- 
neral, as without any condition on their part at all; 
to give man by.an a& of Oblivion or new Cove- 
nant a pardon of Adams ſin, yea and of all fin paſt, 
at the time of their conſent,though not diſobliging 
them from all future Obedience, And by his per- 
{et Holineſs and Obedience and Sufferings, he hath 
merited that new Covenant, which Accepteth of 
F 3 {in- 
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fincere, though imperfect, Obedience, . and maketh 
no more in us neceſſary to Salvation. When I fay 
he did this withoxt any Condition on mans part, I 
mean, He abſolutely without Condition, merited and 
gave us the Tuſtifying Teſtament or Covenant. Though 
that Covenant give ns not Juſtification abſolutely, 
but on Condition of believing, fiducial Conſout. 2. 
And ſo as this Univerſal Gift of Juſtification upon 
Acceptance, is actually given to all fallen mankind 
as ſuch 3 ſo Chriſt might be ſaid to ſuffer inſtead of 
all, yea and merit too, fo far as to procure them 
this Covenant-gitt. 

48. The ſum of all lycth in applying the diftin- 
ctton of giving Chrifts Righteouſneſs as ſuch a# it 
ſelf, and as a cauſe of our Righteouſneſs, or in the 
Cauſality of it. As our {in is not reputed Chriſts fin 
in it ſelf, and in the culpability of it for then it mult 
needs mike Chriſt odious to God) but in its Cau- 
ſality of puniſhment : ſo Chriſt's Material or Formal 
Righteouſneſs, 1s not by God reputed to be pro- 
perly and abſolutely our own 12 zt ſelf as ſuch, bur 
<1 Cauſality of it as it produceth ſuch and ſuch ct 

ects. 

49. The Objecions which are made againſt Im- 
putation of Chrilts Righteouſnc(; in tne ſound 
ſenſe, may all be anſwered as they are by our Di- 
vines ; among whom the chiefeſt on this ſubject are 
wh at de Fuſtit. Habit & A4tiual.  Fohan. Crecius 

de Fuſtif. Nigrinus de Impletione Legis, Bp. G+ 
Diu eas of Fultif. Chamier, Pareus, Ameſins and 
Junius againſt Bellarm. But the ſame reaſons againſt 
the unſound ſence of Imputation are unanſ{werable. 
Therefore if any ſhall ſay concerning my following, 
Arguments, that moſt of them arc uſed, by Per 
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te Valent: by Bellarm. Becanus, or other Papilts, 
or by Socinians, and are anſwered by Nigrinus,Cro- 
cins, Davenant, &c. Such words may ſerve to 
deceive the fimple that are led by Names and Preju- 
dice 3 but to the Intelligent they are contemptible, 
unleſs they prove that theſe objections are made by 
the Papilis againſt the ſame ſence of Imputation a- 
gainft which I uſe them, and that it is that ſenſe 
which all thoſe Proteſtants defend in anſwering 
them : For who-ever ſo an{wereth them,will appear 
to anſwer them in vain. 

50. How far thoſe Divines who do uſe the phraſe 
of Chriſts ſuffering in our perſon, do yct limit the 
ſenſe in their expoſition,and deny that weare repu- 
ted to have fulfilled the Law in Chriſt : becauſe itis 
tedious to cite many, I ſhall take up now with one, 
even Mr. Lawſon im his Theopolitica, | which (though 
about the office of Faith he ſome-what differ from 
me) I muſt needs call an excellent Treatiſe, as I 
take the Author to- be one of the moſt Knowing 
men yet living that I know.) Pardon me if I be 
large 1n tranſcribing his words. 

* Pag. 100, IO. [If we enquire of the manner 
« howRighteouſneſs andLife is derived fromChrift, 
« being one unto fo many, it cannot be, except 
«Chriſt be a general Head of mankind, and one 
« Perſon with them,as Adam was. We do not read of 
* any but two whowere generalHeads,and tn ſome 
*< reſpect virtually, All mankind 3 the 
cc Po and ſecond Adam. —— The Mark,Vir= 
** principal cauſe of thisRepreſentation meally. 

« whereby he is one perſon with us, 15 
« the will of God, who as Lord made him ſuch, 
« and as Lawgiver and Judge did fo account him. 
F 4 por 
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« But, 2. How far is he Owe perſon with us? Anſ. 
<« 1. In generallſo far as it pleaſed God 

Not abſo- *tomake him ſo,and no further, 2. In 
lutely. « particular,He and we are one fo far 
« x. As to make him liable to the pe- 
« nalty of the Law for us. 2. Sofaras to free us 
< from that obligation, and derive the benefit of his 
c«< Jeath to us: Though Chriſt be ſo far one with us 
« as to be lyable unto the penalty of the Law, and 
&« toſuffer i:, and upon this ſuffering we are freed 
* yet Chriſt is not the ſinner, nor the {inner Chriſt, 
« Chriſt is the Word mad: flcſh, innocent without 
<« (50,an univerſal Prieti and King : but we are none 
« of theſe. Though we be accounted 

Mark by a © as one perſon in Law with him, by a 
Trope. &« Trope; yet in proper fence it cannot 
© be ſaid that in Chrift s Satisfying we 

<< ſatisfied for our own fins. For then we ſhould have 
&* been the Word made fleſh, able to plead Innocen- 
>, ec. All which are falſe, impoſ- 

Mark bow © {ible,blaſphemous if affirmed by any. 
far. « It's true, we are ſo one with him,that 
« he ſatished for us, and the benefit of 

&« this Satisfaction redounds to us, and 15 communi- 
* cable to all, upon certain termes 3 though not 
« actually communicated toall: From this Unity 
« and Identity ot perſon in Law (if I may fo 
* ſpcak) it followeth clearly that Chriſt's ſuffer- 
« ings were not only Affictions, but Puniſhments 
<< in proper ſenſe. ——Pag 102, 103. That Chrilt 
<« dicd for all in ſome ſence muſt needs be granted, 
<« becaule the Scripture expreſly affirms it (vid. 
$ reliqua.) — 
$There 1s another queſtion unprofitably hand- 
6: own | co Ted, 


. ns 

« Jed, Whether the Propitiation which includeth 
« hothSatisfaction andMerit,be to be aſcribed to the 
« Active or Paſſive Obedience of Chriſt? Axſc 1. 
« Both his Active, Perſonal, Perfe&t and Perpetual 
« Obedience, which by reaſon of his humane nature 
« afſumed,and ſubjeqion unto God was due, and al- 
« ſo that Obedience to the great and tranſcendent 
« Command of ſuffering the death of the Croſs, 
«* both concur as Cauſes of Remiſhon and Juſtificati- 
« on.2. TheScriptures uſually aſcribe it to the Blood, 
« Death,& Sacrifice of Chriſt,and never to thePerſo- 
« nal ActiveObedience of Chriſt's to theMoral Law. 
« 2. Yet this Active Obedience is neceſſary, becauſe 
« without 1t he could not have offered that great 
« Sacrifice of himſelf without ſpot to God. And if 
<« it had not been without ſpot, it could not have 
| « been propitiatory and effectual forExpiation.4.,1f 
<« Chriſt as our Surety had performed for us perfet 
«and perpetual Obedience, fo that we might have 
© been judged to have perfe&ly and fully kept 
<« the Law by him, then no fin could have been 
« chargeable upon us, and the Death of Chriſt had 
« been needleſs and ſuperfluouss 5. Chriſts Propi- 
< tiation freeth the Believer not only from the obli- 
<« gation unto puniſhment of ſenſe, but of loſs; 
<« ard procured for him not only deliverance from 
* evil deſerved, but the enjoyment of all good ne- 
* ceſlary to our full happineſs. Therefore, there is 
« no ground of Scripture for that opinion, that the 
<« Death of Chriſt and his Sufferings free us from pu- 
« niſhments, and by his Active Obedience imputed 
« to us we are made righteous,and the heirs of life. 
« 6. [f Chriſt was bound to perform perfect and 
* perpetual Obedience for us,2nd he alſo performed 
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« it for us, then we are freed not only from fin, but 
« Obedience too: And this Obedience as diſtin and 
< ſeparate from Obedience unto death, may be plea- 
<« ded for Juſtification of Life, and will be Gaſfcico 
©* fo carry the Cauſe. For the tenor of the Law 
<« was this, Do this and live: And if ian do this 
* by himſelf or Surety, ſo as that the Lawgiver and 
< ſupreme Judg accept it, the Law can require no 
< more. It could not bind to perfect Obedience and 
** to punifhment too. There was never any ſuch 
&« Law made by God or juſt men. Before I conclude 
< this particular of the extent of Chrifts Merit and 
« Propitiation, I thought good to inform the Rea- 
* der, that as the Propitiation of Chrift maketh no 
&* man abſolutely, but upon certain terms pardon- 
« 2ble and ſavable; ſo it was never made, either 
& to prevent all ſin, or all puniſhments : For 1t pre- 
- ſuppoſeth man both ſinful and miſerable : And 
* we know that the Guilt and Puniſhment of 
&« Adams fin, lyeth heavy on all his poſterity to this 
« day. And + only that, bur the guilt of actual 
* and perſonal fins Iyeth wholly upon us, whilctt 
© 1mpenitent and unbelieving and ſo out of Chriſt, 
* And the Regenerate themſelves are not fully freed 
«from all puniſhments till the final Reſurre&ion 
* and Judgment. So that his Propitiation doth not 
*« altogether prevent but remove fin and puniſh- 
« ment by degrees. Many fins may be faid to be 
* Remiſlible by vertue of this Sacrifice, which ne- 
© yer ſhall be remitted.] So far Mr. Lawſon. 
Here I weuld add only theſe Animadverfions: 
1. That whercas he cxplaineth Chrifts, perſonating 
ws in luffcring by the {imilitude of a Debtor and his 
Surety who are the ſame perſon in Law :, I note. 1. 
"That 
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That the caſe of Debt much differeth from the cafe 
of Puniſhment. 2. That a Surety of Debt is citherx 
antecedently ſuch, or conſequently : Antecedently, 
either firſt one that is bound equally with the Deb- 
'torz 2. orone that promiſeth to pay if he do not. 
I think the Law accounteth neither of theſe to be 
the Perſox of the principal Debtor (as it doth a Ser- 
vant by whom he ſends the Debt.) But Chriſt was 
neither of theſe : For the Law did not beforehand 
oblige him with us, nor did he in Law-ſence un- 
dertake to pay the Debt, it we failed. Though 
God decreed that he ſhonld do ſo; yet that was no_ 
part of the fence of the Law. But conſequently, if 
a friend of theDebtor when he is in Jay] will, with- 
out his requeſt or knowledg, ſay to the Creditor, F 
will pay you all the Debt 3 but ſo that he (hall be 1a 
my power, and not have preſent liberty (leſt he 
abuſe it) but on the terms that I ſhall pleaſez yea 
not at all if he ungratefully reje& it | This Conſe- 
quent Satisfyer, or Sponſor,or Paymalter, 1s not 1n 
Law-ſence the ſame Perſon with the Debtor: But 
it any will call him ſo, I will not contend about a 
word, while we agree of the thing (the terms of 
deliverance.) And this is as near the Caſe between 
Nagy and us, as the {imilitude of a Debtor will al- 
CW. 
2. I dodiffer from Mr. Lawſon and Parews, and 
Urfine, and Olevian, and. Scultetus and all that fort 
of worthy Divines in this; that whereas they make 
Chriſts Holineſs and perte& Obedience to be but 
fuſlitia perſone,ncceſſary to make his Sacrifice ſpot- 
teſs and ſo effeEtual: I thiok that of it ſelf it 15 as di= © 
rely the cauſe of our Pardon, Jultthcation and _ 
Life, as Chritts Pailion is z The Pathon being ſatis- 
t:ctory 
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factory and ſo meritorious, and the perſonal Holj. 
neſs Meritorions and ſo Satisfactory. For the truth 
is, The Law that condemned us was not fulfilled 
by Chriſts ſuffering for us, but the Lawgiver ſatis. 
hed inſtead of the fulfilling of it : And that Satisfa. 
Qion lyeth, in the ſubſtitution of that which as ful- 
ly (or more) attaineth the ends of the Law as our 
own ſuffering would have done. Now the ends of 
the Law may be attained by immediate Merit of 
Perfection as well as by Suffering 3 but beſt by both, 
For 1, Ey the perfect Holineſs and Obedience of 
Chriſt, the Holy and perfect will of God is pleaſed : 
whence | This is my beloved Son, in whom I am well 
pleaſed. ] 2. In order to the ends of Government, 
Holineſs and perfect Obedience, is honoured and 
freed from the contempt which ſin would caſt upon 
it 5 and the holineſs of the Law in 1ts Preceprs is 
publickly honoured in this grand Exemplar 3 la 
whom only the will of God was done on Earth,as it 
15 done m Heaven. And ſuch a Specimen to the 
World is greatly conducible to the ends of Govern= 
ment : So that Chrilt voluntarily taking humane 
nature, which as ſuch 1s obliged to this PerteQion, 
He firſt highly merited of God the Father hereby, 
and this with his Suffering, went to attain the ends 
that our ſuffering ſhould have attained, much better. 
So that at leaſt as Merztorzows, it not ſecondarily as 
[atisfattory, I fee not but Chriſts Holineſs procureth 
the Faſtifying Covenant for us, equally with his 
Death. A Prince may pardon a Traitor for ſome #0- 
ble ſervice of bis Friend, as well as for his ſuffering : 
much more for both. This way go Grotins de ſatisf- 
Mr. Bradſhaw and others. 


3- When Mr Lawſon ſaith that the Liw binds 
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not to Obedience and Puniſhment both,ke meanech 
as to the ſame Act : .which contradicts not-what 
Nigrinus and others ſay, that it binds a ſinner to 
puniſhment for fin paſt,and yet to Obedience for the 
time to come: (which cannot be entire and perfect.) 


(9 


So pag. 311: Cap. 22. Bu. 2. Whether there be 


two parts of Juſtification, Remiſſion and Imputation 
ot Chrifts Righteouſneſs. 1. He referreth us to 
what 1s aforecited againſt Imputation of Chriſts 
Active Righteouſnels, ſeparated or abſtraced for 
Reward from the Paſſive. 25 He ſheweth that Pas! 
taketh Remiſſiou of ſis and Imputation of Righte- 
ouſneſs fer the ſame thing.] So lay many of ours. 
In concluſion I will mind the Reader, that by 
reading ſome Authors for Imputation,I am brought 
to doubt whether ſome deny not all true Remifhon 
of fin, that is, Remiſlion of the deſerved puniſhment. 
BecauſelI tind that by Remiſion they mean A non- 
Imput ation of fi under the formal notion of ſin 3 that 
God taketh it not to be our fin, but Chriſts; and 


Chriſts Righteouſnels and pertecion to be fo ours, 


as that God accounteth us not as truly ſinners. And 
ſo they think that the Reatus Culpe as well as Pane 
ſimply in it ſelf is done away. Which if it be (o,then 
the Reatus Pere, the obligation to puniſhment, or 
the dweneſsof puniſhment,cannot be ſaid to be diſlo]- 
ved or remitted, becauſe ic was never contracted. 
Where TI hold, that it is the Reatus ad Panam the 
Dueneſs of puniſhment only that is remitted,and the 
guilt of fin not as in it {clt,but in its Caxſality of pu- 
niſhment. And ſo in all common language, we ſay 
we forgive a man his fault, when we forgive him all 
the penalty poſitive and privative, Not eſteeming 


him, 1. Never to have done the fact. 2. Or that 
fact 
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fact not to have been a fault,and by faxlt;3.but that 

puniſhment for that fault, is forgiven him, and the 
fault ſo far as it is a cauſe of puniſhment. Wemuſt 
not feign God to judg fallly. 

[This maketh me think of a ſaying of Bp. Uſhers 
to me, when I mentioned the Papiſts placing Ju- 
ſtification and Remiſlion of fin conjund, he told me 
that the Papiſts ordinarily acknowledg no Remifſi- 
on. And on ſearch I tind that Aquinas and the moſt 
of them place no true Remiſſion of ſin, in Juſtifica- 
tion: For by Remiſion (which they make part of 
Juſtification,) they mean Mortification, or deſtroying 
fin it ſelf in the act or habit. But that the pardon of 
the puniſhment 1s a thing that we all need, 1s not 
denyableznor do they deny it,though they deny it to 
be partof our Juſtification, For it's ſtrange if they 
deny Chrilt the pardoning power which they give 
the Pope. And. as Foh. Crocins de Faſtif. oft tells 
them, They ſhould for ſhame grant that Chrifts 
Righteouſneſs may be as far imputed to us, as they 
{ay a Saints or Martyrs redundant merits and ſuper- 
crOgations are. 

But it the Gxilt of FaG and Guilt of Fault init 
{clt conſidered, be not both imputed firſt to us,that 
1s, It we be not judged tinners, 1 cannot ſee how 
we can þe judged Pardoned finners , For he that is 
judged to have no fin, is judged to deſerve no pu- 
nji{hment.  Unle(s they will fay that to prevent the 
form and deſert of ſin, is eminenter, though not for- 
maliter, to forgive. But it is another (even Actual) 
forgiveneſs which we hear of in the Goſpel, and 
pray for daily in the Lords prayer. Ot all which ſee 
tnc full Scripturc-proot in Mr. Hotchkis of Forgive- 
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A further explication of the Contro- - - 


verlic. 


Tet I am afraid left Thawe not made the ſtate 
of the Controverſie plain exough to the un- 
exerciſed Reader,and leſt the very explicato- 

ry diſtinflions and propoſitions, though need- 
ful and ſuitable to the matter, ſhould be un- 
ſuitable to his capacity; I will therefore 
go over it againin aſhorter way, and make 

tt as plain as poſſibly I can ; being fully per- 
ſwaded, that it is not ſo much Argumenta- 
tion, as help to underſtand the matter, and 
our own axd other mens ambiguous 
words, that is needful to end our abomi- 
able Contentions. 


\ 1. FH E Righteouſneſs of a Perſon 1s formally 
a moral Relation of that Perſon. 

$ 2. This moral Relation, is the Relation of thagp 
2rſon to the Rule by which he. is to be judged. 

OF 3. And itis his Relation to ſome Cawſe,or ſup- 
poled Accuſation or Queſtion to be decided by that 
judgment. 

- $4, The Rule of Righteouſneſs here is Gods | 
Law, naturally or ſupernaturally made known... 


227 $5. The 
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F 5. The Law hath a Preceptive part, determi. | 
ning what ſhall. be due from us, anda Retributive 
part determining what ſhall be due tous. 

& 6. The Precept inſtituting Duty, our Actions © 
and Diſpoſitions, which are the Matter of that duty, 
are phytically conſidered, conform or diſcontorm to 
the Precept. i 

$7. Ecing Phylically, they are conſequently ſo 
Morally conſidered, we being Moral Agents, and 
the Law a Rule of Morality, | 

$ 8. If the AGons be righteous or unrighteous, 
conſequently the Perſon 1s fo, in reterence to thoſe 
Adions» ſuppoling that to be his Cawſe,or the Que- 
ftion to be decided. - | 

$9. Unrightcouſneſs as to this Cauſe, 1s 
Guilt, or Reatus Culpe ; and to be unrighteous is to 
be Sons, or Quilty of fin. 

$ 10. The Retrributive part of the Law is, x. Pre- 
miant, for Obedience 3 2. Penal, for Diſobedience, 

$ 11. Tobe Guilty or Unrighteous as to the re- 
ward, is, to have no right to the reward (that be- 
ing ſuppoſed the Queſtion in judgment): And to 
be Righteous here,is to have right to the reward. 

$ 12. To bc Guilty as to the penaltyzis to be jw- 
re puniendus, Or Reus pene, Or obligatus ad panam. 
And to be righteous here, 1s to have Right to im-' 
pugity, (quoad panam damni & ſenſus.) 

$ 13. The firti Law made perſonal, perfeft, per- 
ſevering Innocency both mans duty, and the Condi- 
tion of the Reward and Impunity, and any fin the 
condition of puniſhment. 

- F 14. Man broke this Law, and ſo loſt his Inno- 
cency, and ſo the Condition became naturally im-. 
poſſible to him, de ftuero, | 

$ 15, Therc- 


be 


&f perſonal Innocency. The Condition thus paſling 
igto. 0. the nature of a ſentence 3 Hae puniſhment. IC- 


Or r Law of G Grace. . "1 


is ; promiſed, 
' the Word becometh mans Redeemer by underta- 
king, and by preſent actual reprieve, pardon and 
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. $15. Therefore that Law. as2 Covenant, that 
is,;.the Promiſſory part with its Condition,ceaſc 
aute.capacitate » ſubditi 3 and ſo did; the precepti 
part, 1. Asit commanded abſol ute: Innocency (of 
a and habit.) 2. And as it commanded the ſeeking 
of the Reward on the Condition and by the means 


maining due for, the 


 $.16. But the Law remained (ii anobligingPre- 


uh for future perfe& Obedience, and made puniſh- 


ment due for all future fin : and theſe two Rect of 


it,as;the Law of: qua Mr Anaed in force,be- 


* * « & 


.S I7s The ——_ Word. EDN SL a "Mcdiater 
Fa Mercy maketh a Law of Grace,and 


initial deliverance : and the fallen world, the miſc- 


rable ſinners, with the Law and obligations which 


they were under,are now become the Redemers jure 
Redemptionis, as before they were the Creator's jure 
Creationts. 

F.18. The Redeemers Law then hath two parts 3 
1- The ſaid Law of lapſed nature (binding to fu- 
ture perfe& obedience or puniſhment) which he 
found man under (callcd vulgarly the Moral Law.) 
2. And a pardoning Remedying Law of Grace. 

F 19. Becauſe man had diſhonoured God and 
his Law by fin, the Redeemer undertcok to gake 
mans nature without ſin, and by perfect Holineſs 
and Obedience, .and by becoming a Sacrifice for-fn, 


to bring that Honour to God and his Law which 
G we 


tÞ2) 


 ethoilld have fone;: Se ro arrith the Ends of 
A attd Governthenr inftcall of cur Perfetthowtr 
#:, that for the Merit herebf" we right be 

ac ered and m—_- 

" & 2&.This he did it the third verſo of a Media- 
tht,who as ſich had a'Law or Covenant proper 'tb 
hired the Conditions of which he petforrmed,: (by 
perfect keeping, 1: The Law of Tnnocency; 2. Of 
Moſes; 3. And that proper: to himſelf alone) and fo 
Rd: all that was promiſed to him, for Hitnſelf 

__ and Us, 
- $21. By his Law ofGrace (as our Lord-Redecm- 
exr)hegave firft to all mankind (in Adam, and after 

in Noab,and by a fecomd fuller edition at his Incar- 

nation) a free Pardon of the deftraQive puniſhment 

*Pbtrt not of al! puniſhment) with right to his Spirit 

of Grace, Ado on and Glory,m Utrion with Hir- 

FF their H ; on Condition initially of Faith and 

Repentance, td progrefhvely of fincere Obedience 

tothe end, to be performed by his Help or Grace. 

I 22, By this Law of Grace : ſuppoſing the Law 
of Hpfed nature aforeſaid, incluhively) all - 

World 1s ruled, and fhallbe judged, according 
that edition of it (to Adam or by Chriſt)which Vier 
are under. And by it they ſhall be Juſtified or Con- 

_ demned.. 

Q 23. If the queſtion then be, Have you kept or 
not Hit the Conditions of the Law of Grace, Per- 
ſonal Performance or nothing muſt ſo far be our 
Righteouſneſs, and not Chritis keeping them for us, 
of Satisfaction for our not keeping them. And this 
15 the great Caſe (fo oft by Chrift deſcribed Mat 7: 
& 25, &c.) tobe decided in judgment;and therefore 
the word Righteour and Righteonfreſs are uſed 4" 

what 


plead a pardon. 


either by he Pre 


' ($3). 

what is ths perſona hundred of times in Scrip- 
ture. 

$ 24. But as tothe queſtion, Have me hope the 
Law of Innocency?-we mult confeſs guilt and fay,No: 
neither irnanddiuccly by our {elves,nor Mediately by 
another, or ae for Perſonal Obedience 0n- 
ly is the performance required by that Law 3 There- 
fore we have no Righteowſneſs conſiſting in ſuch Per- 


formance or Innocency 3 but muſt confeſs fin, and 


- I 25. ' Therefore no man hath a proper Univerſal 
Rightemſne excluding all kind of Guilt whatſo- 
ever. 

$26. Therefore no man is juſtified by the Law 
of Innocency (nor the Law Moſaical as * works ;) 
ceptive or Retributive part : for we 
broke the Precept, and are by the Threatning heirs 
of death. 

$ 27. That Law doth not juſtifie us, becauſe 
Chriſt Edfilicd i it for us:- For it cd not (in words 
or ſenſe) [ Thou or one for thee ſhall Perfedly Obey 
or Suffer : ] It mentioned no Subſtitute : But it 15 
the Law-=giver (and not that Law) that FR—_— 
us by other means. 

$ 28. But we have axother Righteouſneſs 1 
tous zauftead of that Perfett Legal Innocency an - 
wardableneſs, by which we ſhall be accepred f God, 
and glorified at laſt as ſurely and fully ria leaft) as it 
we had never ſinned, or had perfe&ly kept that 
Law ; which therefore may be called our 'Pro-legal 
Righteouſueſs. 

T 29. But this Righteouſneſs is not yet cither 
OURS by ſuch a propriety as a Perſonal perfor- 
mance would have bin, nor OURS to all the lame 

G 2 ends 
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ends/and purpoſes: :Iofbveth \us not-fmom all pain, 
death or penal deſcrtion, nor conſiituteth our Relz. 
tionguſtrhe ſame. oo Sin 
A 30. Ic is the Law of Grace that :Juſtifieth us, 
'both as giving us Righteouſneſs, and as .Virtzally 
Judging Righteotis when it hath made us ſo,and | 
it:is'Chrift as' Judg according to that: Law(and God 
byChrift) that will ſextexce us juſt, and executively 
ſo:uſe us. > 2520 LO | 

F 31. The Grace of Chriſt firſt giveth us Farth 
and\Repentance by cff<&tual Vocation: . And then 
the Law. of Grace by. its Donative part or At doth 
gIVE us a Right to Union with Chriſt as the 
Churches Head (and ſo to:his Body) and with him 
a right to Pardon of: paſt fin, and to the Spirit to 
dwell and a& in us for the future, and to the Love 
of God, and Life eternal, tobe ours in poſleſſion,it 
we lincerely obey and perſcverc. 7 

C 32, The total Righteouſneſs then -which we 
have(as an Accident of which we are the Subjedts,) 
is 1. A right to Impunity, by the free Pardon of 
all our-fins, and a right ro Gods Favour and Glory, 
asa free gift quoad valorem, but as a Reward of our 
Obedience, quoad Oratinem conferend: & rationens 
Comparativam( why one rather than another is judg- 
ed meet for that free gitt.) 2. And the Relation of 
one that hath by grace performed the Condition of 
that'free Gift, without which we had been no capa- 
ble recipients : which is initially | Faith and Repen- 
tance | the Condition of our Right begun, and 
conſequently, fincere Obedience and Perleverance 
(the Condition ot continued right. 

$.33. Chrilis perſonal Righteouſneſs 1s no. one 
Bf thutz, and io ts mot our Conſtitutive yr 


formally 194 firictly fo Hy \For Formally our- 
Rightcouſnels js 'a Relatioz; (of right 3) and'ir is 
the Relation of our own Perſons : Sad 2 Relation 
is.an accident: And the numerical Relation '(or 
Right} of one petſon cannot be the ſame fumerical 
Aiden of anothier perſon as the ſubjeQR,* + - 

$ 34+ There are but'three ſorts of Caſes 3 "fi 
cient,' Conflithtive;,and Final. © 
- 1. Chriſt is the efficient cauſe of all ourRighteouſ: 
nel : (1.'Ofour Right to Pardon and Lifcg 2 2. And 
of our Goſpel: *Obedience :) And that riany wales: 
1. He is the Meritorious Cauſe : 2. He is the Doxor: 
by his Covenant 3 3. And the Donor or Operator 
of our Inherent Righteouſneſs by his Spirit : 4. And 
the moral cfficient by his Word, Promiſe, Exam- 
ple, Wc. | 

2. And Chriſt is partly the final cauſe. 

3. But all the doubt is whether his perſonal 
Righteouſneſs be the Conſtitetive Cauſe, 

$ 35- The Conſtit«tive Canſe of natural bodily 
ſubſtances confiſteth of Matter diſpoſed, and Form, 
Relations have no Matter, but inſtead of Matter 2 
Subjeft (and that is Our own perſons here, and not 
Chriſt.) and a terminus and fundamentum. £5 

$ 36- The Faundamentum may be called both the 
EFclout Cauſe of the Relation (as commonly it 1s) 
and the Matter from which it reſ#lteth: And fo 
Chriſts Righteouſneſs is undoubtedly the Meritorious 
efficient Cauſe, and undoubtedly not the Formal 
Cauſe of our perſonal Relation of Righteouſneſs : 
Therefore all the doubt is of the Material Cauſe. 

F 37. So thatall the Controverſie is come up to 
a bare name and Logical term, of which Logicians 
agree not as to the aptitude, All confeſs that Rela- 
G 3 tions 
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lations have no proper Matter, beſides the (ubjeQ: 
all confeſs that theFandamentam is loco efficientis,but 
whether it be a fit name to call it the Conftitutive- 
Matter of a Relation, there is no agreement. 

$ 38. And if there were,it would not decide this 
Verbal Controverfie: For 1. Titulns eft funda- 
mietum Furv : The fundamentum of our Rzght to 
Impunity and Life in and with Chriſt, 15 the Dona- 
tive a of our Saviour in and by his Law or Cove- 
nant of Grace : that is our Tile 3 And from that 
our Relation reſulteth, the Conditio titulz vel juris 
ing found in our ſelves. 2. And our Relation of 
Performers of that Condition of the Law of Grace, 
reſulteth from our own performance as the fwnda- 
mentem (compared to the Rule.) So that both 
theſe parts of our Righteouſneſs have a nearer fun- 
damentum than Chrifis perſonal Righteouſneſs. 

$ 39. But the Right given us by the Covenant 
_ (and the Spirit and Grace) being a Right merited 
firſt by Chriſis perſona] Righteouſneſs, this 1s a 
Canſa Cauſe, id eſt, fundamenti, ſen Donations : 
And while this much is certain, whether 1t ſhall be 
called a Remote fundamentum (viz. Cauſa funda- 
menti) and ſo a Remote Conſiitutive Material 
Cauſe, or only (properly) a Meritorious Cauſe, 
may well be left to the arbitrary Logician, that uſe- 
eth ſuch notions as he pleaſes 3 but verily is a Con- 
troverſie unfit to tear the Church for, or deſtroy 
Love and Concord by. 

$ 40. Queſt. 1. I: Chrifis Righteouſneſs OURS ? 

Anſ. Yes; Inſome ſenſe, and inanother not. 

| $41. Queſt. 2. 1 Chrifts Righteouſneſs OURS ? 
Anſ. Yes 3 In the ſenſe before opened 3 For all things 
are owrs ; and his rightcouſne(s more than lowc! 
Cauſes, ; F 2. Quelt 
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that Accident whence his Perſonality is named, 1s 1 
not in the ſame ſubject. if 

$ 45. Queli. 6. Is Chrifts Righteonſneſs imputed [| 
tons? Anſe Yes; It by imputing you mean reckon» 8 
ing orreputing it ours, ſo far as is aforeſaid, that is 
ſuch a Cauſe of ours. - 

F 46. Queſt. 7. Are we reputed our ſelves to have 
fulfilled all that Law of Innocency in and by Chriſt, as 
repreſenting our perſons,as obeying by him? Anf. No. 

TS $47. Queſt. 8. Is it Chriſts Divine, Habitual, 
 Attive or Paſſive Rigbteouſneſs which Fuſtifieth us ? 

"8 Af. All: viz, the Habitual, Active and Paſlive 
exalted in Meritorjouſneſs by Union with the Di- 


VINE. G 4 I 48.Quelt, 


$48. Queſt Bs 5) 
eſt.” 9. Tris 
Faith which # ſaid to be iniputed 4) iv] 
meſs? ? Rom. 4+ Axſ. 1- The text ſpeaketh of 
puting Faith, and by Faith is meant Faith, and not 
Chrifts Ri ohteouſrieſs in the word; But that Faich 
is Faith in Chrift and his Rig ohrebiiſneſs ; 5 and the 
Objedt i is quaſi materia athus, and covenanted.' 
"2. Dere, both'are Tmputed:' that is, 1, Chriſs 
Righteouſne(s i is reputed the meritorious Cauſe. 2: 
The free-gift (by the Covenant) is ' reputed the 
fundamentam juris ( both oppoſedto our Legal'Me-' 
rit.)'3- And our Faith is reputed the C adore regs, 
and all that is required'in ns to our Juſtification, 'as 
making us Qualified Recipients of the free-Gift meri- 
ted by Chriſt, ; 
C fo! Queſt. 10. Are we any way Faftified by 
our own performed Righteouſneſs ? ps: Zo : Fperbe 
the charge of non-performance, (as Infidels, Impe- 
nitent, Unholy,) and foas being uncapable ofthe 
free-gift of Pardon and Life in Chriſt, 
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Thugh it were « rſt Pn to — > "M 
we deny to ſeveral Propoſitions, and. tocon- 
fute each one argumentatively by it ſelf,” 1 


8 The ws chooſe to avoid ſuch prolixity x 
a for brevity. and the ſatisfaiFion of ſuch: 

as af more at the force of a Reaſon, tha 
_ the form of the 4 rgument I ſball thraff to- 
gether our denyed Sexce, with ME 7 


"Ree ſows of our denyal, © 


E deny, that God doth ſo kg Chriſts 
Righteouſneſs to us, as to repute or ac- 
« count us to have been Holy with all that Habitu- 
< al Holineſs which was in Chriſt, or to have done 
« all that he did in obedience to his Father, or in 
« fulfilling the Law, or to have ſuffered all that he 
« ſuffered, and to have made God ſatisfaction for 
* our own fins, and merited our own Salvation and 

« Juſtification, in and by Chriſt 5 or that he war, 
« didand ſuffered, and merited, all this ſtrictly in 
« the perſon of every inner that is ſaved ; Or that 
« Chriſts very individual Righteouſneſs Material or 
<« Formal, is ſo made ours in a firict ſenſe, as that 


« we arc Proprietors, Subje&s, or Agents of the 
cc 
| « yery 
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< very thing it ſelf imply and abſolutely, as it is 
<« diftin& from the effe&s 3 or that-Chrifts Indivi- 
<« qual Formal Righteouſne(, is made our Formal 
<« Perſonal Righteouſneſs 3 or that as to the effefs, 
« we have any ſuch Righteouſneſs Imputed to us, 
<« as formally ours, which conſiicth.in'a perteX Has 
« bitual and Actual Conformity to.the Law of Jn- 
© nocency 3 that is, that we are reputed perfetly 
<« Holy and fanleſs, and ſuch as ſhall be Juſtifed by 
« the Law of 'Innocency, which ſaith, PerfeJly Obey 
< and Live, or fi aud die. ] AN this'we deny.” 

_ Let him that will anſwer mey; keep to my words, 
and not alter the ſenſe by leaving any-out. | And 
that he may the berter underſtand mc,I-add,x. Itake 
it for granted that the Law requireth Hahityal. Ho- 
tines as well as Actual Obedience, and is not ful- 
falled without. both.' 2. That Chriſt loved God 
and man with a perfe& conſtant Eove, and never 
finned .by Omifſton ox Corumilſion. 3. That 
Chriſt died not only for our Original fin, or fin be- 
fore Converſion, but for all our finto qur livegeyd. 
4. That he who is ſuppoſed to have no fin ,ofO- 
miſhon, is ſuppoſed to have dane all his duty. 5. 
That he that hath done all his duty, js not condem- 
nable by that Law,yea hath right to all the Reward 
promifed on Condition of that duty.' 6- By Chrifts 
Material Righteouſne(s, I mean, thoſe Habits, Acts 
and Sufferings in which his Righteouſnels did con- 
fift, or was founded. 7. By his and our Formal 
Righteouſneſs, T1 mean the Relation it {elf of beivg 
Righteous. 8. AndTI hold that Chriſis Righteoul- 
ncfs, did not only Numerically (as aforeſaid) but 
alſo thus tots ſpecze,in kind differ from ours, that his 
was 2 perfed Habitual and AGual Conformity * the 

- aw 


Law f Innoceucy, together with the peculiar Laws of 
Medzator-ſhip,by whieb be merited nþtion for us, 
and Glory for bimſelf and us: But ours 1s the Pordoy 
of fin, and Right to Life, Purchaſed, Merited and 
freely given us by Chriſt 3n and by a new Covenant, 
eng condition is Faith with Repentance, ' as 10 the 
ift of our Juſtification now, \and ſincere Holineſs, 0- 
6 lag Vittory and Perſeverance as to onr poſſeſſion 
Glory 
F Now our Reaſons againſ the denyed ſence of Im- 
putation are theſe, 

1. In general this opinion ſetteth u and intro- 

duceth. all Antinomianiſm or Libertinilm, and Un- 
godlinefs, and ſubyertcth the Goſpel and all true 
Religion and Morality. 

I do not mean that all that hold it, haveTuch cf- 
feds in themſelves, but only that this is the tenden- 
cy and conſequence of the Opinion ; For I know 
that many ſee not. the nature and conſequences of 
their own opinions, and the abundance that hold 
damnable errors, hold them but notianally i ig a pee- 
viſh faction, and _ therefore not dammin ly,but hold 

practically and effeQually the contrary ſaving truth. 
And if the Papiſts {hall hehe nk Men that our dc- 
arine, yea thcirs that here miſtake, . cannot confift 
with a —_ life, let but the lives of Papilis and Pro- 
teſtants be compared, Yea in one of the Inſtances 
before given; Though ſome of the Congregational- 
party hold what was 'recited, yet fo far are they 
Sib ungodly lives, that the ple: 1 thing in which 
I differ Ak them is, the overmuch unſcriptural - 
ſiricnels of ſome of them, in their Church-admiſ- 
ſions and Communion, while they fly further from 
ſuch as "_y think not godly, tha I think God 


would 
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would have the do, bein g generally perſons: fear- 
ing God themſElves : (Exccpring the ſinful aliena- 
tion from athers, and cafineſs to receive and'carry 
falſe reports of Diſſenters, which is common to'/all 
that fall into ſfidings.) But the errors of any men 
are never the better if they be found in the hands of 
godly men: For if they - practiſed they will make 
them ungodly. 

2, It confoundeth the Perſox of the Mediator and 
of the Sinner : As if the Mediator who was proclai- 
| med the Beloved of the Father, and therefore ca- 
pable of reconciling us to him, becauſe he was ſtill 
well-pleaſed in him, had (not only ſuffered in the 
room of the ſinner by voluntary Sponſion, bur alſo) 
> there $nd.doing, been Cvilly the very perſon 
Ol the I 


nner. hilnſclf; that ſinner I ſay, who was 
an enemy to God, and ſo eſteemed. 

7 3 88 Faikerh Chriſt to have been Civilly as many 
perſons as there be ele& ſingers in the World: which 
15 both beſide and contrary to Scripture. | 

4. It introduceth a falſe ſence and ſuppoli tion of 
our fin imputed to Chriſt,as if Imputatively it were 
his as it is ours, even the ſinful Habits, the finful 

As, and the Relation of evil, Wicked,Ungodly and 
Unrighteous which reſulteth from them ; And ſo it 
maketh Chriſt really bated. of God : For God cannot 
but hate any one whom he reputeth to be truly 
ungodly, a Haterof God, at Enemy to him), a Re- 
bel, 'as weall were : whereas it was only the Guilc 
of Puniſhment, and not of Crime,as ſuch that Chritft 
aſſumed : He undertook to ſuffer in the room of 
ſinners; and to be reputed one that had ſo underta- 
ken; But not to be reputed really a ſinner, an un- 
godly perſon, hater of God,one that had the Image 


of the Devil. o£ - 
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- 5; /Nay it miaketh Chit to have been 1 incompa- 


rably the worſt man that cver was in'the World by 
juſt reputation 3/-and to have been by juſt impu- 
tation guilty of all the ſins of all the Ele@ that ever 
lived, and reputed one of the Murderers bf himſelf, 
and oxe ofthe Perſecutors of his Church, or rather 
many: and the language that Luther uſed Catechre- 
we” to be ſtxictly and properly true. 

.: It ſuppoſeth a wrong ſence 'of the Impuggtin 
of. eden, {in to his Pong As it we ind been 
juſtly reputed perfons exiſtent in bis perſon, and ſo in 
him to have been perſons that commited the ſame ſi 3 
whereas we arc only reputed to be »ow (not then) 
perſons who have a Nature derived from him,which 
being then ſeminally only in him, deriveth by pro- 
pagation an anſwerable Guilt of his finful fa&, to- 
oo with #atural Corruption. 

. It ſuppoſeth us to be Juſtifiable and Juſtified 
by * Law of Innocency,made to Adam, as it faith 
7 Obey perfely and Live. | As if we fulfilled it by 
Chrilt : which is not only an addition to the Scrip- 
ture, but a Contradiction. Fori1tis only the Law 
or Covenant of Grace that we are Juſtihed by. 

8, It putteth, to that end, a falſe ſence upon the 
Law of Innocency : For whereas it commandeth 
Perſonal Obedience, and maketh Perſonal puniſh- 
ment: dze to the offender : This ſuppoſeth the Law 
to ſay or mean| Either thow,or one for thee ſhall Obey > 
or, Thou ſhalt obey by thy ſelf, or by another : And -if 
thou fin thou ſhalt ſuffer by thy ſelf, or by another. 

Whereas the Law knew no Subltitute or Vicar,no 
nor Sponſor 3 nor 1s:any ſuch thing fand: of it in the 
Scripture : ſo bold are men in their additions. 

9+ It falſly ſuppoſcth.that we axe not ”" and 

uſtt- 
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 Juſlified by the new Covenant or Law of Grace, 
but (butis faid) by the Law of Innocency. 

- To» It fathercth on God an erring judgient, as 
at he reputed, reckoned or accounted things to be 
what they are not, and us to have done what we 
did noc.. To repute Chrift a or for -fanners 
who undertook to obcy in their.natures, and fuffer 
n their place and ficad, as a Sacrifice to. redeem 
them, is all juftand true: And to repute ws. thoſe 
for whom Chriſt did this. . But to repute Chriſt to 
have been rcally and every one of us, or a ſmner, or 
guilty of ſin it (elt ; or to repute us to have been. ha- 
bitually as Good as Chriſt was, or actually to have 
done what he did, cither Naturally or Civilly and 
- by Him as our ſubſtitute, and to repute us Righte- 
ous by poſlcſling bis formal perſonal Righteouſneſs 
in it (ſelf ; AlJl thcſe are untrue, and therefore not to 
be aſcribed to God. To Impute it to us, is - but to 
Repute us as verily and groundedly Righteous by 
his Merited and freely-Given Pardon, and Right to 
Life, as if we had 1merited it our ſelves. 

11. It feigneth the ſame Numerical Accident 
[ their Relarzou of Righteouſneſs | which was in one 
ſubject to be in another, which is Impoflible. 

12. It maketh us to have ſatished Divine Juſtice 
for our (elves, and merited Salvation (and all that 
we receive) for our ſclves,in and by another: And 
{o that we may plead our own Merits with God for 
Heaven and all his benefits. 

13. The very making and tenor of the new Co- 
venant, contradicteth this opinion : For when 
God maketh a Law or Covenant, to convey the ct- 
fs of Chrifts Righteouſnefs tous, by degrees and 
upon certain Corditions, this-proveth that the ory 

| Righ- 
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Righteouſneſs in it felf fimply 


and itnmedia 
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Grace, which giveth the benefits to us by theſe de- 
grees and upon terms, to be an 3xjary to Believers 
#5 keeping them from thar own. | 
15. It ſeemeth to deny Chriſts Legiſlation in'the 
Law of Grace, and conſequently his Kingly Other. 
For if we are reputed to have fulhlled the whole 


Law of Innocency in Chriſt, there is no buſineſs for 


the Law of Grace to do.» ET 

16- It ſeemeth to make internal SanQification 
by the Spirit needlefs,or at leaft,as to one halt of its 
uſe : For if we are by juſt Imputation in Gods ac- 
count perfe&ly Holy, in Chrifts Holineſs the firſt 
moment of our believing, nothing can be added to 
Perfetion 3 we are as fully Amable in the fight of 
God, as if we were ſandtificd in our (ſelves 3 Becauſe 
by Impugation it is all our own. ; | 
| 17. And ſoit ſeemeth to make our after-Obedi- 
ence unneceſſary, at leaſt as to half its uſe ; For if 
in Gods true account, we have perfealy obeyed to 
the death by another, how can we be required to do 
it allor part again by our ſelves ? If allthe debr of 
our Obedience be paid, why is it required again? - 

18. And this ſeemeth to Impute to God a nature 
leſs holy and at enmity to fin, than indeed he hath; 
if he can repute a man laden with hateful fins,to be 
as perfe&ty Holy, Obedicnt and Amiable to him as 
if he were really ſo in himſelf, becauſe another is 
ſach for him. _ : 

19. If we did in our owa perſons Imputatively 


what 


1n ly was not ours: elſe 
we ſhould have had theſe effects of it both preſently 
tely and abſolately without new Con- 


opinion therefore maketh this Law of 
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what Chriſt did, I think it will follow that- way 
xed; that being unlawful to us which was G 
hinz. It is a fifh forus to be Circurmciſed, ; and, to 
keep all the Law of Moſes, and ſend forth; Apo» 
files, and to-make Church-Ordinances whos» jo to 
Salvation. Therefore we did not this in Chriſt: 
And if not this, they that diſtinguiſh and tell us 
what we did in Chriſt, and what not, muſt prove 
it.l know that Chriſt did ſomewhat which is a com- 
mon duty of all men,and ſomewhat proper to. the 
Fews, and ſomewhat proper to himlclt : But that 
one fort of men did one part in Chriſt, and another 
{ort did another part in him,is to be proved. 

20. If Chriſt tuffered but in the Perſon of ſinful 
man, his ſufferings would have been in vain,or no | 
- Satisfaction to God : For ftinful man 15 obliged to 
perpetual puniſhment 3 of which a temporal-one is 
but a ſmall part : Ozr perſons cannot make a tempo- 
ral ſuffering cqual to that perpetual one -due to 
man : but tae tranſcendent perſon of the Mediator 
did. 
Obj. Chriſt bore both his own perſon and ours : It 
belongeth to him as Medzator to perſonate the guilty 
ſunner. 

Anſ. It belobherh to him as Mediator to under- 
take the ſinners puniſhment in his own perſon. And 
if any will improperly call that, the Perſonating and 
Repreſenting of the ſinner, let them limie it,. and 
confeſs that it is not ſimply, but in taxtum, fo tar, 
and to ſuch uſes and no other, and that. yet ſinners 
did it not in and by Chrift, but only Chriſt for. them 
ro convey the benetits as he pleaſed 3 And then we 
delight not to quarrel about mere words3 though 


we like the phraſe of Scripture better than theirs. : 
211 
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_ 21, If Chrift was perfectly Holy and Obedieue: 
in our perſons, and we in him, then 1t was either: 
in the Perſon of Innocent mani before'we ſinned; or 
of finful man. The firſt cantiot be pretended: 'Fer 
man as Innocent had not a Redeemer. If of finfit 
man, then his perfe& Obedience could not be meti- 
torious of our Salvation: For it ſuppoſeth him to: 
do it in the perſon of a ſinner : and he that hath 
once finned, according to that Law, is the Child 
of death, and uncapable of ever fulfilling a Law, 
which is fulfilled with nothing 'bur finleſs perfect 

erpetual Obedience. 

Obj. He. firſt ſuffered in our ftead and perſons as 


ſinners, and then our fjn being pardened,he after in onr 


perſons fulfilled the Law, inſtead of our after-Obedience 


t0 it, 

Anſ. 1. Chriſts Obedience to the Law was be- 
fore his Death. 2. The fins which he ſuffered for, 
were not only before Converſion,but endure as long 
as our lives : Therefore if he fulfilled the Law in 


our perſons after we have done finning, it is in the 


perſons only of the dead. 3. Weare till obliged to 
Obedience our ſelves. 

Ob). Bt yet though there be no ſuch difference in 
Time, God doth firſt Impnte bis Juſferings to ws for 
pardon of all our fins to the death, and in order of na- 
ture, his Obedience after it, as the Merit of our Sal- 
vation. 

Anſ. 1. God doth Impute or Repute his ſuffer- 
ings the ſatisfying cauſe of our Pardon, and his Mes 
rits of Suffering and the relt of his Holineſs and O- 
bedience;as the meritorious cauſe of our Pardon and 
our Juktitication and Glory without Cividing them. 
But 2, that 1mplyeth that we did not our {clves re- 
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paiatively do all: thipdy: (22. As hill Þ& futher 
prayed. - St cod co - .cO! 

x 23» Their. way of laputation| of the Sativfa- 
Gizon of Chrifi, overthroweth their own: :doGnine 
of:the Ieoputatipn-of his Holincls and. ing 
ne, ;; For if all a be 4ully pardoned by!the Impu 
ted $atisfaRion, i then fins of Omiſvn: aud: of habi. 
cial Pxivation and Corruption are. pardaned 3 and 
then the whole puniſhment both of Senſt and Loſs is 
remitted : And he that hath no fin of Omiſſion . Ox 
Privation, is a perfect 'doer of his daty,, and holy. 
and he that Lick no puniſhment of Loſs, hath tle 
'to Life, according to that Covenant which he 1s re- 
putcd to.have pertecly obeyed. And fo he is an 
beir of life, without any Imputed Obegience upon 
the pardon of all his WG bedichce, 

_ Ob}. But Adam muſt have obeyed to the Death if be 
wonld have Life eternal : Therefore the bare pardon of 
bis ſms did not procure bis right tolife«. 

Anſ., True, if you ſuppoſe that only his firſt ſin 
was pardoned : Eut 1. , Adam had right to heaven 
as long as he was finleſs. 2. Chrif dyed for all 
Adams fins to the laſt breath, and not Ga the firſt 
only: And ſo he did forall ours. And if all the 
fins & omiihon to the death be pardoned,Life is duc 
to us as righteous. 

Obj. A Stone may be ſialeſs, and yet not righteous 
nor bav? Right to life. 
 Anſ. True: becaule it is not a capable ſubjec. 
But a man caunot be ſiule(s,but he is Righteous, and 
hath right to life by Covenant. 


Ob). But not to puniſh is one thing and to Reward 
1s another ? 


Anſ. They aredifiind formal Relations and No- 
c10ns : 
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tions 5 Put where felis ity is a Gift -s called ; , 


Reward only, for the terms and a5) Collation; 
and where Tunocency is the ſame with hr Dirty, 
and is the ticle-Condition 3 there tobe pun iſhect is 
to be denyed the Gift, and to be Rerarded is to have 
that Gifs as qualified perſons : and.not to Reward, 
is materially to puniſh 3 and to be reputed 1 1nnocent 
5 to be reputed a Meriter. And it is impoſſible that 
the moſt Innocent ' man can have'any thing from 
God, but by way of free-Gift as to the Thing in Va- 
Jue3 however i it may be merited in point of Govern= 
ing Paternal Juſtice as to the Ordey of donation. 

Obj. But there is a greater Glory merited by Chriſt, 
than the Covenant of works promiſed to man. 

Anſ. 1. That's another matter, and belongeth 

not to Juſtification,but to Adoption. 2. Chriſts Gal. 
fcrings as well as his Obedience, conlidered as me- 
ritorious, did purchaſe that greater Glory. 3. We 
did not purchaſe or merit it in' Chriſt, but Chriſt 
for us. 

22. Their way of Imputation ſeemeth to me to 
leave no place or poſlibility for Pardon of ſin, or at 
leaſt of no ſin after Converſion. I mean, that aG- 
cording to thcir opinion who think that we filfalled 
the Law in Chrilt as we are cle& from eternity, it 
Jeaveth no place for any pardon : And according to 
their opinion who ſay that we fulfilled it in him as 
Believers, 1t leaveth no place for pardon of any fin 
after Faith. For where the Lawi1s reputed perfe&ly 
fulfilled'in Habit & AR) there it 1s reputed that the 
perſon hath no ſin. We had no lin before we had aBe- 
Ing 3 and if weare reputed to have perfectly obey- 
ed in Chriſt from our firſt Being, we are reputed 
fleſs. But if we are reputed tO have obeyed in 

H 2 him 


kim only fince. our "believing, "then we are reputed 
Cs] have no ſin - fince our Belidvins. _ _Nothing- <x- 
Ay fin, if perfe& Habitual and Actual Holineſs 
and Obedience do not. 

24. And conſequently Chriſts blood ſhed and Sa- 
tisfaction is made vain, either as to all our lives, Or 
to all afcer our firſt believing, 

_ 25. And then no believer muſt confeſs his fin,nor 
his-deſert of puniſhment nor repent of it,or be hum- 
| blcd for it. 

26. And then ll prayer for the pardon of ſuch ſin 
1s vain,and gocth upon a falſe ſuppoſition, that we 
have fin to pardon. | 

27. And then no man is to be a partaker of the 
Sacrament as a Conveyance or Seal of ſuch pardon ; 
nor to believe the promiſe for it. 

28. Nor is, it 2 duty to give thanks to God or 
Chiift for any ſn:h pardon. 

29. Norcan we expe@ Juſtification fink ſuch 
guilt here or at Fudgment. | 

30. And then thoſe in Heaven praiſe Chriſt in er- 
rour, when they magnifie him that waſhed them 
from (uch fins in his blood. 

31- And it would be no lie to ſay that we have 
no. ſin, at lcalt, fincc believing. 

32. Then no believer ſhould fear ſinning, becauſe 
it 1s Impoſſible and 2 Contradidion, for the ſame per- 
ſon to be perfectly innocent to the death, and yet a 
fiancr. 

33. Then the Conſciences of believers have no 
work to do, or at lcalt, no examining, convincing 
(cIf-uccaſing and (cit. zudging WOrk- 

34. This chargeth God by Conſequence of 
wyonging all bclieve)s whom hc layeti the leaſt pit 
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niſhment upon : For he that hath perfectly obeyed, 
or hath perfedly ſatisfied, by himſelf or by another 
in his perſon,cannot;juſtly be puniſhed. Bur I have 
elſewhere fully, proved, that Death and other Cha- 
ſtiſements are puniſhments, though not deſirufGive, 
but corrective : And (o is the permiſlicn of our far- 
ther fanning. bh, 0, oo 
35. Itintimateth that God wrongeth believers, 
for not giving them immediately more of the Holy 
Ghoſt, and not preſent perfecting them and freeing 
them from all fin : For though Chriſt may give us 
the fruits of "his own merits in the time and way 
that pleaſeth himſelf 3 yet if it be we owr ſelves that 
have perfeqly fatished and merited in Chrift, we 
have preſent Right to the thing merited thereupon, 
aud it is an injury to deny it us at all. 
36+ And accordingly it would be an injury to 
keep them ſolong out of Heaven, if thcy themſclyes 
did'merit it ſo long ago. 2 
37.. And the very Threatning of Puniſhment in 
the Law of Grace would ſcem 1njurious or igcon- 
gruous,to them that have already reputatively olicy- 
cd perfeHly to the death. CT, EM 
38.And there would be no'plice left for any, Re> 
ward from God,to auy ac of obedience done by our 
ſclves in our natural, or real perſon ; Becauſe having 
reputatively tultilled all Righteoulneſs, and defer- 
ved all that we-arc;capable of by another, our owu 

acts can have po reward. | 

39+ And I think this would overthrow all Hu- 
mane Laws and Government : For all true Gaver- | 
nours are the,Officess of God, and do what theydo 
in ſubordination to God 3 and thexeiore cannat 
H 3 jultly 
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ju01y puniſh any man, whom he pronouticeth ex. 
ealy Innocent to the death. 

40. This maketh every believer (at leaſt) as 
Righteous as Chriſt himſelf, as having true” propri- 
ety in all the, lame numetica} Righteouſnels as his 
own. Andif 'we'be as Righteous as Chriſt, are 
we not as amiable to God ? And may we not go 
to __ in our Names as Righteous ? 

- This maketh all peltevets Cat leaſt) equeally 
Righteows in degree, and every one perfed, and ho 
difference between them. David .and Solortn as 
Righteous in the act of finning as before, and Every 
weak and ſcandaJous believer, to be as Righteous as 
the beſt. Which is not true though many ſay that 
Juſtification hath no degrees, but is perfc@ at firſt 
as I have proved in my Life ef Faith and elſewhere, 
42. This too much levelleth Heaven and' Earth; 
For m Heaven thete can be nothing greater than 
perfection. | 
The Scripture no-where calleth our Imputed 
Righteouſneſs by the name of Innocency, or linleſs 

Perte&ion, nor-Ihculpability Imputed. Nay when 
the very phraſe of Inputing Chriſt Riphceoullc: is 
not there at all, to'add all theſe wrong deſcriptions 
bf Imputation, is fuch Addictions to. Gods words } 
as.tendeth to let in almoſt any thing that mans wit 
Thall excogitare, and ill beſeemerch them, that arc 
for Scripture-ſufficiency and perfeQion, and againli 
Additions in the general. And whether ſome ray 
Tot fay that we are Imputacively Chriſt himfclt, 
Conceived by the” Holy Ghoſt, Born of the Virgin 
Mary, ſuffered under Pontius Pilate, Crucified, "GC. 
1 cannot tet. ; 
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To conclude,the honeſt plain Chriſtian may with- 
ont difquiering the Churctror himſelf, be ſatisfied 
in this certain fimple truth 7, Ehay we are finners 
and deſerve everlaſting miſery : That Chrift hath 
ſuffered as ,a Sacrifice for our fins in oux xoom and 


. ſtead, andfativfed the Juſtice 6f God: That he hath 


by his perfect Holineſs and Obedience with thoſe 
ſufferings, merited our pardon and Tife; -Thathe 
neves hereby inrended co make us LawRſsor have 


_ us Holy,: biit hath brought us under a Law of 


Grace ; which is the Inſtrament by which heipar- 
doneth, juſtificth and giveth us Right to life: That 


| by this Covenant he requireth'of us Repentatieo and' 


true Faith to our firſt Juſtification, and fincere Obe- 
dience, Holineſs and Perſeverance to our Glorifica- 
tion,. to be wrought by his Grace and our Wills ex- 
cited and enabled by it : That: Chriſts Sufferings 
are to fave us from ſuffering 3 but-his Holineis, and 
Obedience are to merit Holineſs, Obedience 8& Hap- 
pine(s for us, that we may be like him, and fo be 
made perſonally amiable to God ; But both his Suf- 
fcrings and Obedience, do bring us under a Cove- 
nant, where Perfection is not neceffary to our Sak- 
VatiOn. rats te IFY 
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| The Objections Anſwered. 


Ls Obj. 1. XJ OU confound a Natural and a Politi- 
<« cal perſon ; Chriſt and the ſeveral be- 
<«< lreving ol are not the ſame natural Perſon, but 
« they are the ſame Political. As are with ws, ſaith 
bs « Dr, Tullie, the Spoyſor and the Debtor, the Attor- 
&« #ey and the Clyent, the Tutor and the Pupil 3 ſo are 
all the faithful in Chriſt, both as to their Celeſtial 
** regenerate nature,of which he is the firſt Father, who. 
< begetteth ſous by bis Spirit and ſeed of theWord to his 
© Image, and as to Righteouſneſs derived by Legal 
bo Imputation. Vid. Dr, Tullie, Juſiif. Paul.p. 0 $1. 
< It's commonly ſaid tbat Chriſt as onr ſurety is our. 
© Perſon. 

Anſ. 1. The diſtin&ion of a Perſon into Natwral 
and Political or Legal, 15 equivoct in ſua equivocata : 
He therefore that would not have contention che- 
riſhed and men taught to damn «ach other for a 
word not underſiood,mult give us leave to ask what 
theſe equivocals mean. What a Natural Perſon lig- 
nificth, we are pretty well agreed 3 but a Political 
Perſon 1s a word not fo cafily and commonly under- }_ 
ſtood. Calvin tells us that Perſona definitur homo 
qui caput habet civale. (For omnis perſona eſt homo,ſed 
10 piciſſim : Homo cum eſt vocabulum nature , Per-' 

na Juris civilis.) And fo (as Albenius) civitas, 
municipium.Caſtrum, Collegium,Univerſ; tas. quoa- 
li&f: corpus, Perſone appellatione continetur \ ut Spt- 


gel. 


on 


gel. But if this Definition be comm 


( 105 ) _ "_ 
"oy mmenſurate tothe) 
common.nature of a civil perſon, then a. King''can; 


be zone 3 nor any. one that hath nota cl bead. 


This therefore is. too: narrow. The. ſameCalvis 
(in n. Perſone) tells' us, that Seneca: Perſonam vocat, 
cam pre ſe fert aliquis, quod non eft; A Counterfeic : 
But-fure this is not the ſence of the Objedors. In 
general faith Calvin, Tam bhominem quam qualitatem 
homings, ſeu Conditionem fignificat- But. it is not 
ſure every. Quality. or Condition: Calvin therefore 
giveth. us nothing ſatisfactory, to. the deciſion of 


" the; Controverfie -which theſe Divines: will needs 


make, whether each believer and Chriſt be the; ſame 

Political Perſon. Martinius will make our Contro- 
verſie no eaſter by the various fignifications gather- 
ed out of Vet. Vocab. Gel. Scaliger, Valls . Whick 
he thus enumerateth...; 1. Perſouaeſt.accidens coudi- 
tio hominis, qualitas. qua homo differt ab' honrine, 1m 
in animo.tiem in corpore, \tum in extermis.” 2+ How 
qualitate difia proditus 3. Homo inſigni quatitate 
preditns babeus gradum-eminentie, 'in Eccleſia Det, 
dc 4+. Figura\ſen facies fida, lara, biftrionica, 6c 
5.Ille:qui ſub bujuſmods figura aliquanrrepreſentat,&c. 
6. Figura eminens Jn edificiis que ore aquam fun- 
dit, @c. Individuaſubſtantia bumana, ſeu finguta» 
ris bomo. 8. Individas ſubſtantia Intelligens quelibet. 
Now which of thele:is:Perſona Polztica vel Legalis. 
Let us but agree what we mean by; the word and I 
\uppoſe we ſhall find that we are agreed of the Mat- 
ter, When I deny the Perſon of Chriſt and the ſin- 


ner! ta have been-the.ſame,. '9r:4&+ be (o reputed by 


God,::I mean by Perſon, utiyocally.or properly, An 
Individual Tetelligent ſubſt awcesArd they that mean 
otherwiſe axe obliged to Define 4 For Axalogum per 


[- 


| ( 206 ) 
; fe Poſitnm fiat pro ſuo ſignificato famoſiore. Wi thiy: 
mean that Chriſt and the Betiever are the'fame as 
to ſome. . Qzalizy, or Condition, let their tell us 
what Quality or Condition it is, and I think'we 
ſhall be found to be of one mind. 09" © 
- ButT thiak by the fimilitudes of a Spoxſor;. Arror- 
ey, and Guardian; that they mean by a Political 
Perſon (not as a ſociety, nos ſuch as agree 19 Quali- 
84,but) A natural Perſon ſo related to another Natwral 
perſon, as that what be doth and ſuffereth,' h'o Hath, 
3s limitedly to certain ends and uſes as effetwal as if 
that other perſon himſelf did and ſuffered, Were or' Hod 
xzmerically the ſame thing. I obtrude not a tenſe on 
others, but muſt know theirs before I can know 
where we differ. And if this be the meaning, we are 
agreed : Thus far (though I greatly diſlike their 
way that lay much ſtrefs on ſuch humane phralts,) 
I grant the thing meant by them. :Chriſts Holineſs 
Habitual and. Actual, and his. Merits and Satisfa- 
Qion are as cftectual to a believers Juſtification: and 
Salvation upon-the terms of the Covenant of Grace 
(which is ſealed by baptiſm) as if we had been,done 
and ſuffered the fame our (elves. - Put fiill-ramem-. 
ber that this is only | lzmitedly} to theſe wfep; ' and 
on-theſe termes and no other,and I think that this.is 
the meaning of moſt Divines that uſe this phraſe. . 
Butthe ſenſe of thoſe men that I differ for and 
write againſt .(the Libertines and 4mtinominns, and 
ſome others that own not thoſe names,) is this: that 
A Legal Perſon is one ſo Related to anothers' Natural 
perſon as that what be Hath,Doth,or' Suffereth in ſuch 
acaſe, 15 (not only effeual as aforeſaid to ' others, 
but) is in itſelf fimply Reputed or Imputed to be 
Morally, though'not pbyſically, the Habit, Aa and 
S aſſering 
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Suffering, the Mevid wid ſarisfaflory Sacrifice of vhe 
other perſon © *A#d ſo being the repurrd Haver, Dotr ox 
 Sufferer, Meter or Satisfyer himſelf, be hatb-abſo- 
Ine tight 10 alFthe proper reſults ov benefits. © 
And fo a man tfiay indeed niany ways-among us 
Repreſent or oh be another. - Tf I by Law! am 
-Commanded to do this or that-ſervice per meipſiert 
aut per alinm; 1 doit in the Moral or- Law+fence, 
becauſe the other doth it in my name and I am al- 
lowed foto doit. So ifI appear or anſwer by any 
Proctor or Attorney 3 if the Law make it eqtal- to 
my perſonal appearance and anſwer, it 1s fad that 
T did it by bim : (but only fo far as he doth it asrrry 
- Repreſenter or in my #ame) : So1t T pay a debt bythe 
hatid 'of my Servant or any Meſſenper, it ſo allowed, 
1Tdoit by that other.So indeed a Pupil, doth by his 
Guardian what his Guatdian doth, - only ſo far as 
the Law obligeth him to conſent or ſtanditoite7 

We did not thus bur ſelves fill all cheLaw in 
and by Chriſt- ; Nor are we thay the Proprietors of 
his Habitzal perfeQion, Merits or Satisfallion. - 

The common reaſon given by the cotitrary-end- 
_ e&d is, that hewas our Swrety, or ko rh of fide- 

Juſſor : and ſo we tranſlate Wyo; Jeb. 7. 22and 
I remember not any other text of Scripture allegs- 
ble for that title: /' But this word doth not neceff2- 
rily fignific any'fuch'Repreſenter of our Perſons 'a$ a> 
forefaid. Nay whe he is'called thus the fiderdſſor 
of a better Cootntant,” it ſeemeth plain that it is Gods 
Covenant as ſuch,' and ſo Gods Sponſor that 'is 
meant 3 and as'Grotiws faith Moſes pro Deo ſpoſpoxs 
dit in Lege Veteri': Feſus pro Deo in Lege Nova: Lex 
utraque & pattum continet, promiſſas habet. $ponſo- 
rem dare ſolent minis nati : & Miſes & Deus homini- 

p | bus 


( 109) | 
bus melius nati erant quam Deus qui inconſpicuns.” So 
alſo. Dr. Hamond | He was Sponſors and Surety for 
God; that it ſhould be made good to.us on Gods part, 
01 Condition that we performed that which was requi- 
red of us | And here they that tranſlate J\t&,Yyuy a 
Tecltamentc, never intended that it was ourPart of the 
Covenant that is meant by a Teſtament : But (the 
 moſi Judicious expolitor,) © Mr. Lawſon on the 
« text,truly ſaith | The Scriptures of Moſes and the 
« Prophets tranſlated into Greek will tell us 3 That 
« Ajo, Ky always lignificth a Law or a Covenant, 
«and for the moſt part both: ſoit doth in the 
« writings of the Apoſtles and Evangeliſts wherc it 
« ſeldom ſignitieth the laſt Will and Teſtament of a 
« man. The ſame thing is a Law in reſpe& of the 
< precepts, &c- EWyG- turned Surety, fignifeth 
<« one that undertaketh for another to (ce ſomething 

<« paid or performed : And though the word is not 
&* found in theNew Teſtament except in this place, 
* &c But Varnius tells us that 'EwvG- 1s MtdiTys, 
« 2 Mediator 3 and ſo it is taken here as it's ex- 
.«£yeunded by the Apolile in the Chapter following : 
«And becauſe a Pricli doth undertake to procure 
<frgm God,both the Contirmation and performance 
<<. of the promiſes to the people,and to that end me- 
_ «fiates between both 3 therefore he is a Surety and 
« Mediator of. the. Covenant, and inthis reſpect the 
«Surcty and Mcdiator of the Coveuant is a Prieli.] 
1.,S0 Calvin (though almoſt paſſing, it by) ſeereth 
to \ intimate 'that which I thinkis the truth, that 
Chriit i5 called 'EyyVG- of Gods Covenant from the 
ſacerdtal appropinquation, mentioned verſ. 19. &c. 
© And M-rlorate att: rTheoph lad ,Sponſorem pro Me- 


« diatore © intcrceſſa e poſurt. 
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« So Pareus in loc. Eft novi federisSponſorC briftur, 
o« (uia novurn  fedus ſanguine & morte ſua obſigugvit. 
So the Dutch Annot. and many others, beſides the 
Ancients, by a Sponſor, tell us'is meant 3 Mediator. 
And we grant that a Mediator is #9t of one, ' but 
doth ſomewhat on the behalf of both parties. But 
that as Mediator he Is, Hath,Doth, Suffereth, Merit- 
teth, Satisfyeth ſo as the Repreſenter or perſon of 
each believer, as that every ſuch Perſon is ſuppoſed 
in Law to have Been, Done, Suffered, Merited, thus 
in and by the Mediator, is neither ſignifed by this 


or any other text. 


2. And they that diſtinguiſh of a Natural and 
Policical Perſon, do but darken the caſe by an ill- 
expreſſed diſtinction, which indeed is not of two 
ſorts of Perſons, but between Reality and Accepta- 
tion, taking Perſon properly for a Natural Perſox : 
It's one thing to be ſuch a Perſon, and another thing 
to have the A, Paſſion, Merit, &&c. Accepted for 
Os other Perſox : And this latter ſignifieth,cither 

That it was done by the other perſon mediately,as 
being a cheif Cauſe afing by bis Inftrument, 2. Or 


that it was done for that other Perſon by another. 


The firſt is our denyed ſence, and the ſhevad Our 
affirmed ſence. 

Among us Smreties and Sponſors are of ſeveral 
ſorts : Grotins de Faure Belli tells you of another 
ſenſe of Sponſion in the Civil Law, than is pertinent 
to the objectors uſe: And in Baptiſm the ſame word, 
hath had divers ſenſes as uſed by perſons of Jiffer- 
ent intentions. The time was when the Spon- 
for was not at all taxen for the Political Perſon (as 
you call it) of Parent or Child, nor ſpake as their 
Infirument, in their” name : But was a Third perſon, 

who 
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who (becauſe many parents Hpoſtatized, and-more 
Died in- the Childs minority) did, paſs his word, 
I., That the Parent was acredible Perſon, , 2, That if 
he Dyed ſo ſoon or Apoſtatized, he himſelf would 
undertake. the Chiiftian Education of the Child. 
But the Parent himſelf was Sponſor for the Child 1n a 
ſiriFer ſenſe, (as alſo Adopting Pro-parents were, 
& 35 ſome take God-fathers to be now) that js,they 
were-taken for ſuch, whoſe Reaſon,will and word, 
weaathoriſcd to diſpole of the Child as obligingly, 
25 if it had been done by his own-rcaſon wall and 
word; ſo be it, it were but For his good, and the 
Child did own it- when he came toage ; And fo 
they, were co {peak as in the Childs name, as if Na» 
ture or Charity made them his Repreſenters, in the 
Judgment of many. (Though others rather think 
that they were to ſpzak; as in ther-own perſons, e.g. 
T dedicate this Child to God, and entex him into the 
Covenant as obliged by my Conſcat.) But this 
ſenſe of Spoxſios is vothing to the preſent Caſe. 

They that. lay all upon the very Name of a Swrety 
as if the word had but one d1gnification, ad-af 
Sareties properly repreſented the perſon of the Prin- 
cipal obliged perſon, do deal very deccitfully : 
There are Swreties or Spoyuſors, 1. For ſome Duty, 
2. For Debt, 3. For Punilbment. 1. It 1s one 
thing to undertakethat another ſhall do aComman- 
 dedduty : 2. It's another thing to undertake that 
elſe I will do it for him : 3. It's another thing to be 
Surety that he ſhall pay a Debt, or clſe I will pay it 
for him : 4, It's another thing to undertake that he 
ſhall uffer a penalty, or cle to ſuffex for him, of 
ma*c a Valuable Compenſation. 

i. And it's one kind of Syxety that becometha 


ſeooud 
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ebtor 3 2. Andits another fort of Suzety that-»x- 
dertskgth. only the. Debt afterward .valumterily as a 
Friend, who may pay 'it on ſuch Conditions as 
heand the Creditor thipk meet, without the Deb- 
tors:knowledg, Every Novice that will but open 
Calvin may fee that Fidejuſſor and Sponſor are 
words of very various fignification 3 and that they 
ſeldom, or never ſignifie the Perſon Natural or Politi- 
cal (as you call it) of the. Principal : Sponſor eſt quz 
ſponte & mon rogatus ;pro alio promittit, ut Accurſ. 
vel quicunque ſpondet, maxime pro aliis : Fidejube- 
re eſt ſyo. periculo foreid, de quo agitur, recipere : Vel, 
fidem ſuam pro alio obligare. He is called Adpromiſe 
ſor, and he is Debtor, but not the ſame perſon with 
the Principal, but his promiſe is acceſſoria obligatio, 
non priacipalis. Therefore Fideiwſſor ſrve Interceſſor 
a0n eſt conveniendus, niſi prius debitore principalt 
convento : Fidejuſſores a correis ita differunt, quod hz 
| ſuo & proprio morbo ILaborant, ili vero alieno tenentur : 
q Quare fideijuſſori magis ſuccurrendum cenſent ; Ve- 
nia namgue digni ſunt qui aliena tenentur Culpa, cx- 
juſmodi ſunt fidejuſſores pro alieno debito obligati, in- 
quit Calv, = 
? There muſt be ſomewhat more than the bare 
* | name £1y6G- once uſed of Chriſt as Mediator of 
Gods Covenant, or the name of a Swzrety as now u- 
{cd among men, that muſt go to prove that the Me- 
© || diator and the ſeveral finners are the ſame Lega! 
_ Perſoxs in Gods account. 
But (ceing Legal-Perſonality is but a Relation of 
s | our Natural perſon, to another Natural perſon, that 
we may nt quarrel and tear theChurch when really 
wc 


_ 


IS: 4 
we differ not x.. Let our agreement be noted. 2.0ur 
difference iotelligibly Rated.” 

1. Ic is Sree (not only by Dr. Tallie; but o. 
thers that accurately handle the Controverfi 1e,) 1, 
That Chrift and the Believer never werenor are our 
Natural perſon 3 and that :no union with him 
maketh us to be Chriſt, or God, nor him to be Pe. 
ter, Joby or Paul, &c. That we know of no third 
ſort of Natural perſon, (which 1 15 neither Jeſus, nor 
Peter, fobn, 8c.) But compoſed of both united, 
which 1s conflituted by our Union. For though it 
be agreed on,that the ſame Spirit that 1s in Chrift js 
4 operatively) alſo in all his Members, and that 
therefore cur Communion with him 1s more than 
Relative, and that from this Real-Commruniox, the 
name of a Real-Union may be uſed yet here the 
Real-Union is not Perſonal fas the ſame Sun 
quickeneth and jlluminateth a Bird and a Frog and 
a Plant. ard yet maketh them not our perſon :) 
Therefore he that will ſay we are Phyſically one with 
Chritt, and not only Relatively; but tell us [ ONE 
Il hat 7 and make his words Intelligible; and 
mutt deny thatwe are ONE PERSON: and that 
by that time we are not Jike to be found differing, 
Bur remembcr that while Phyſical Communion, 1s 
confeſſed by all, what UNION we hall from thence 
be faid to have (this Foundation being agreed on) 
is like to prove but a queſtion, de realitione & 110” 
mine. 

2. Yea all the world muſt acknowledg chat the 
whole Creation is quoad preſentiam & derivationem 
more dependant on God than the fruit' js on the 
Tree, or the Tree on the Earth, and that God is'the 


inſcp:rate Cauſ: of our Bang, Station, and Life 5 
And 


(1T3) 
_—_ yet this _—_ . and influx, nd 
' cauſality, maketh' not GOD- and , every Creature 


abſolutely or perſonally One, --, +, 


' 3+ It is agrecd therefore that. Chris Righteow 
neſt is neither materially nor formally; any | Hef 
dent of our #aturgl Perſons 3 ( apd a denier iis) 
wnleſs it can be reduced to that of Relation. t. The 
Habits of our Perſon,canndt poſſibly be the habitsof 
another inherent]y. 2. The attions of . ONC rautot\pofli- 
bly be the ations of another, as the Agent, un! 
het other as a principal Cauſe, agerhs vy the.other 
as his Inſtrument or ſecond Cauſe., 3. - The. ſame 
fundamentum relationis inherent in One Per{ohy '1s 
not. inherent ;in another if it be a perſonal Bxlatly 
on : And ſo the ſame individuahRclation that ig 
ohe Mans, cannot numerically be. another Many by 
the ſame ſort of in-being, propriety:0r a dherenge 
Two Brothers have a Relation in kind the  Jomegant 
not unmerically. ., . Bp A 

4. Andit is agreed that God 2 the no 
and therefore taketh not Chriſf' s. Righteo s ll to 
be any' more or. gthexwiſe ours, thin indeed d. it; 55 
nor imputeth 1 it to us exxoned TI. 

» Yetitis cormmganly agrecd,; that Chris Ragh- 
renin is OURS yn ſome ſenſe; Ang ſoars 
ts reputed. Onrs,..or iwpurea of us as: heing 

ES : 

6. And chis ambiguors fallable [O UR s 1 
( enough to (ſet,another Age of, Wranglers int bit- 
ter Church-teariag ſtrife; if nog hindred by ſon 
that will call them to. explain at. ambiguous Wor: 
15 it that muſt. be gmderftond ta FRd this Contrey wr 
fie. Propriety is the thing ſignified. 1. 


ltxieſi lenſe that is called Owrs, - which Bat in 
| us, 
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us, or that which-is done by-us- 2. In a larger 
{Mora+) ſenſe, 'that which a'Man as the principal 
Cauſe, doth ky another as his Inftrument, by au- 
thorizing, commanding, perſwading, &c. 3. In 
2 yet larger fenſe that tay be caled OURS, which 
athird perſon doth pa 


bave Howe ( bad, of ſuffered ) and partly for our 
ſo; or benefit. - 4. Ina yet larger ſenſe that -may 


be called OURS, which - another bath, or doth, or 
ſuffereth tor our Benefit, ( though not in our ſtead ) 
andwvhich will be for our good, (as that which a 
Friend or Father hath, is his Friends or Childs, and 
#l things are Ours, whether Paxl, or &c. and the 
Godly are owners of the World, in as much as 
God' will uſe all: for their good). 
i, It is therefore a Relation which Chriſt's Righ- 
evirſneſs hath to us;; or we to it, that muſt here be 
theant by the word [ OU RS}: Which is our 
RK f GHT or Jus; And that is acknowledged to 
e'tro ' 7x or Right to'it in the-forefaid denied ſenſe; 
Anll ir iSaprecd that ſome Right it-is- © Therefore, 
t6 inderftand - what -it 1s, 'the- Thwins feu' F unda- 
mentum jury muſfibeknowne. 7! - 

28> And here'tt is-agreed 3 '1-' That we are before 
Tdnverfoh or © Fit related ito! Chrif as part of 
MiPRedecmedWorld; 6f whorni'its faid, 2 Cor.5. 
| th That God wy in Chriſt, reconciling the IWorld 29 
b 


ofelf | mt imputing to | then thetr ſins, &c. 
That we ate affcr Faith related' to Chriſt as his 
Gvenanted- People;': Subje&s,: Brethren, Friends, 
nid Political Meemibers 3; yea; ' as ſuch that” have 
"R7pÞt to, and Poffeſion of Real Communion with 

by pÞy his pin "And that we have then Right 


to Poder, Jullrmcation, and Adoption, ( or have 
Right 


rtly inſtead of what we ſhould 
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Right to Impunity in the promiſed degree, and to 
the Spirits Grace, and the Love of God, and Hea- 
venly Glory ). This Relation to Chriſt and this 
Right, to the Benefits of his Righteonſneſs are agreed 
on: And conſequently that his Righteouſneſs is 
OURS, and ſo may be called, as far as the toreſaid 
Relations and Rights fmport: 


IT. Now a Relation ( as Ockam hath fally pro- 
ved )) having no real entity, beſide the quid abſolr- 
tum, Which is the Subjeft, Furdamentuns, or Ter- 
min, he that yet raileth at his Brother as not ſay- 
ing enough, or not being herein fo wile as he, and 
will maintain that yet Chriſt's Righteouſneſs is fur- 
ther OURS, muſt name the Fundameniun of that 
Right or Propriety : What more is it that you mean ? - 
I think the make-bates have here little probability 
of fetching any more Fuel to their Fire, or turning 
Chrilt's Goſpel itito an occaſion of ſtrife and mutu- 
al enmity, ff they will but be driven to a diſtin& 
explication, and will not tnake confuſion and ambi- 
grows words their defence and weapons: If you 
{ct your quarrelſotne Brains on work, and Gudy as 
hard as you can for matter of Contention, it will 
not be eafie for you to find it, unleſs you will raze 
out the names of Poperh, Soctnianiſm, Arminia- 
niſm, or Solifidianiſm, Hereſie, &c. inſtead of real 
Difference. But if the argrieft and lotwaeſt Speak- 
ers be in the right, Bedlam and Billingsgate may be 
the molt Orthodox places. | 

Briefly, 1. The foreſaid Benefits of Chriſt's 
Righteouſneſs, ( Habitual, Active and Paſhve ) as 
a Meritorious, Satisfactory, Purchaſing Caulc, are 
OUTS, 
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'2, To ſay that the Benefits are Ours, importeth 
that the Cauſal Righteouſneſs of Chriſt 1s related to 
Ks, and be Effedis as ſuch aCauſe: and ſois it ſelf 
OURS, in that ſenſe, that is, ſo related. 

3- And Chriſt himſelf is OURS, as related ta 
us a5 our Saviour 3 the Procurer and Giver of thoſe 
Benefits. And do you mean any more by [ OURS]? 

It you fay that we deny any Benefits of Chrilt's 
Righteouſneſs which you afſert, name what they 
are, If you fay that we deny any true Fxxda- 
mentum juris, or reaſon of our title, name what 
that is. If you lay that we deny any true Relation 
co Chrift himſelt, tell us what it 1s : If you cannot, 
{ay that you are agreed. - 

7, If you ſay that the Benefit denied by us, is 
that we-are judged by God, as thoſe that ( habi- 
tually and atively) have perfely fulfilled the Law 
of Tnnocency our ſelves, though not in our natu- 
ral Perſons, yet by Chriſt as repreſenting us, and 
{o ſhall be juſtified by that Law of Innccency as the 
Fultiller of it, we do deny it, and ſay, That you 
{ſubvert the Goſpel, and the true Benefits which we 
have by Chriſt. | ; 

2, If you (ay that we deny that God eſteemeth 
or reputeth us, to be the very Subjects of that Nu- 

merical Righteouſneſs, in the Habits, Ads, Paſ- 
tion or Rclation, which was in the Perſon of 
Chriſt, or to have done, ſuffered, or merited our 
ſelves in and by him, as the proper Repreſenter of 
our Perſons therem 5 and ſo that his Righteouſneſs 
i5 thus imputed to us as truly in it ſelf our own pro- 
priety, we do deny it, and defire you to do lo allo, 
iclt you deny Chillitanity. 
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2. If you blame us for faying, That we had or 
have no ſuch Relation to Chriſt, as to our Tnftru- 
ment, or the proper fall Repreſenter « of cach Belic= 
vers particular Perfon, by whom we did truly ful- 
fil the Law of ta habitually and vety, 
and ſatisfhed, merited, &xc. We do till ſay fo, ant 
wiſh you to confider what you (ay, before you pro- 
ceed to lay the contrary. 

But if you come not up to tis, where will you 
find a difference. 


ObjeR. 2. Chriſt #s called The Lord our Righte- 
euſneſs, and he is made Righteouſneſs to us, he we 
are made the Righteouſneſs of God in bim, 2 Cor. 5. 
21, G&&c.. And by the Obedience of one, many are 
made Righteous. 

Anſw. And are we not all agreed of all this ? 
But can his Righteouſneſs be Ours no "ay but by 
the foreſaid Perſonation Repreſentating ? - How 
prove you that? Heis Oxr Ml Es. and his 
Obedience maketh us Righteous. 

1. Becauſe the very Law of foncotmey which we 
diſhonourecd and broke by fin, 15 pericttly fulfilled 
and honoured by him, as a Mediacor, to repair tie 
injury done by our breaking it. 

_ 2. Inthat he ſuffered to fatisfhe Juſtice for cur 
fin. 

« In that hereby he hath merited of God the 
Father, all that Righteouſneſs which we are truly rhe 

Subjects of, whether ic be Relative, or Quatit3- 
tive, or Active; that is, 1. Our Right to Chrift 
In Union to the Spirit, to Impunity, and to Glory 3 
And, 2. The Grace of the Spirit by which we 2rc 
made Holy, ard tultl the Conditions of the Law 

T ot 
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of Grace, We are the Subjefts of theſe, and he is 
_ the Miniſter, and the meritorious Cauſe of our Life, 
is well called Our Righteouſneſs, and by many the 
material Cauſe, (as our own perfe& Obedience 
would have been ) becauſe it is the Matter of that 
Merit. 
| 4+ And alfo Chriſt's Interceſſion with the Fa- 
ther, ſtill procureth all this as the Fruit of his 
Merits. 
5. And we are Related as his Members (though 
not parts of his Perſox as ſuch) to him that thus 
merited for us. 

6- And we haye the Spirit from him as Our 
Head. 

7. And he is our Advocate, and will juſtifie x us 
as our Judp. 

8. And all this is God's Righteonſneſs deli igned 
for us, and thus far given us by him. 

9. And the perfect Juſtice and Holineſs of God, 
15 thus glorified in us through Chriltt. Aud are not 
all theſe (et together enough to prove, that we juſt- 
ly own all aſferted by theſe Texts? But if you think 
that you have a better ſenſe of them, you muſt 
better prove it, than by a bare naming of che 
words. 


Objea. 3- If Chriſt's Righteouſmeſ] be Ours, 
then we are Righteau by it as Ours, and ſo God re- 
Puteth it but as it 5 : But it 4s Ours; 1. By our Uni- 
on with bim. 2. And by his Gift, and ſo conſequeutly 
by Gods Imputation. 

 Anſw. 1. I havetold you before that it is con- 
teſled to be Ours, but that this ſyllavlc OURS hath 
many ſenſes; and I have told you in what ſen(s, 
and 
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and how far it 15 OURS, and in that ſenſe we are 


juſtified by ic, and.1c is truly imputed to us, ON xe» 
puted or reckoned as OURS : But notin their ſenſe 
that claim a fixit Propriety in the ſime., numerical 
Habits, Ads, Sufferings, Merits, SatisfaGtion, 
which was in Chriſt, or done by him, as if they 
did become Subjes of the ſame. Accidents 3 Or, as 
if they did it by an infirumenta] ſecond Cauſe. But 
it is OURS, as being done by a Mediator, inſtead of 
what we ſhould have done, and as the Meritorious 
Cauſe of all our Righteouſneſs and Benefits, which 
are freely given us tor the ſake hereof. 

2. He that is made Righteouſneſs to us, is alſo 
made Wiſdom, Sanctification and Redemption tg 
us : but that ſub genere Cauſe Efficientis, non autem 
Cauſe Conſtitutive : We are the Subjecs of the 
ſame numerical Wiſdom and Holineſs ary IS In 
Chriſt. Plainly the Queſtion is, Whether Chrilt 


or his Righteouſneſs, Holingſs, Merits, and Satiſ- 


faction, be Our Righteouſneſs Conſtitutively, or only 
Efficiently ? The Matter and Form of Chriſt's Per» 
{onal Righteouſneſs 1 15O0URS,. as an Efecient Cauſe, 
bat it is neither the nearett Matter, or the Form of 
that Righteouſneſs which is OURS as the Subjects 
of it; that is, It is not a Conſtitutive Caule nextly 
material, or formal of it. 

2; If our Union with Chriſt were Perſonal, 
(making us the ſame Perſon) then doubtle(s the Ac- 
cidents of his Perſon would be the Accidents of ours, 
and ſo not only Chriſt's Righteouſneſs, but every 
Chriſtians would be each of Ours : But that 1s not 
ſo. Nor 1s 1t ſo given us by him, 


I _ Object. 
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-  ObjeA. 4. Tow do ſeem to ſuppoſe that we have 
wore of that kind of Righteouſneſs at all, which con- 
(Gfteth in perfeft Obedience and Holineſs, but only 4 
Right to Impunity and Life, with an imperfe# Inbe- 
rent Righteouſneſs in our ſelves : The Papiſts are for- 
ced to confeſs, that a Righteouſneſs we muſt have which 
confiteth in a conformity to the preceptive part of the 
Law, axd not only the Retribmtive part: But they 
ſay, It is in our ſelves, and we ſay it is Chriſt's im- 
Puted tous. | 

Anſw. 1. The Papiſts (e. g- Learned Vaſquey 
in Roz. 5,) talk ſo ignorantly of the differences of 
the Two Covenants, or the Law of Innocency and 
of Grace, as if they never underſtood it. And 
hence they 1. ſeem to take no notice of the Law 
of Innocency, or of Nature now commanding our 
perfc& Obedience, but only of the Law of Grace. 
2. Therefore they uſe to call thoſe Duties but 
Perfc&ions; and the Commands that require them, 
but Counſelr, where they are not made Conditions 
of Life: and ſins not bringing Damnation, ſome 
call Venial, ( a name not unfit ) and ſome expound 
that as properly xo ſix, but analogically. 3. And 
hence they take little notice, when they treat of Ju- 
ſtifcation, of the Remitting of Puniſhment 3 but by 
remitting Sin, they uſually mean the deſtroying the 
Habits : As 1tf they forgot all a&xal fin paſt, or 
thought that it deſerved no Puniſhment, or needed 
no Pardon: For a paſt Act in it ſelf is now no- 
thing, and is capable of no Remiſſion but Forgive- 
neſs. 4. Or when they do talk of Guilt of Pu- 
"niſhment, they lay ſo much of the Remedy on 
Man's Satisfattion, as it Chrilt's Satisfaction and 
| | Merits 


A T2T al 
Merits had procured no pardon, or at leaſt, of no 
temporal part of Paniſhment. 5. And hence they 
ignorantly revile the Proteſtants, as if we Wnt 
all Perſonal Inherent Righteouſneſs, and truſted only 
co thes Imputation of Chritt s Righteouſneſs as 
juſtifying wicked unconverted Men : The Papiſis 
therefore ſay not that we are innocent or fi nleſs 
( really or imputatively )3 no not when they dream 
of Perfefon and Swupererrogation, unleſs when they 
denominate $1x and PerfeQion only from the Con= 
dition of the Law of Gracc, and not that of In- 
nocency. 

2. Putif anyof them doas you ſay, no wonder 
if they and you contend : If one ſay, We are In- 
zocent, or Sinleſs in reality, and the other, we are ſo 
by Imputation, when we are ſo no way at all ( but 
finners really, and ſo reputed ); what Reconcilia- 
tion 15 there to be expected, till both lay by their 
Errour ? 


Objed. 5. How cau God accept him 4s jwſt, who 
u really and reputedly a Sinner ? This Fe ae big 
Holineſs and Fuſtice. 

Anſw. Not ſo : Cannot God pardon fin, upon 4 
valuable Merit and Satisfaction of a Mediator ? 
And though he judg us not perfe& now, and accept 
us not as ſuchz yet 1, now he judgeth us Holy,2. and 
the Members of a perfect Saviour 3 3» and wall 
make us perfed& and ſpotleſs, and then to judg us, 
having waſhed us ran our fins inthe Blood ot the 


Lamb. 


Object. 6. Thus you make the Reatus Culpz, nt 
pardoned at all, but only th: Reatus Poene. 
Anjw. 
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__ Mnſw. 1. If by Reatus Culpe be meant the Re- 
lation of a Sinner as he is Revera 'Peccator, and ſo 
to be Rews, is to be Revera ipſe qui peccavit 3 then 
we mult conſider what you mean by Pardon : For 
it you mean the n#ll/ifying of ſuch a Gmilt, ( or 
Reality ) it is impoſſible, becaule weceſſiate exiſten- 
2:2, he that hath once ſinned, will be {till the Per. 
ſon that ſinned, while he 15a Perlon, and the Re- 
lacion of oze that ſinned will cleave to him : It will 
eternally be a true Propoſition, | Peter and Pax! 
did fin ]; But if by Pardo» you mean, the par- 
doning of all the pexalty which for that fin is due, 
( 4damni vel ſenſus ) lo it is pardoned 5 and this is 
indeed the Reatuws pane : Not only the Pexalty, but 
the Dxeneſs of that Penalty, or the Obligation ro 
it, is remitted and nullifed. 

2. Taercfore if by Reatus Culpe you mean an 
Obligation to Puniſhment for that Fault, this being 
indeed the Reatwus pane, as 15 laid, Is done away. 
So that we are, I think, all agreed de re And de 
#0mixe you may ſay that the Reatus Culpe 15 done 
away Or remitted, or not, in ſeveral lenſes: Iu fe, 
it is not nullified, nor can be: But as Dweneſs of 
Puniſhment followeth, that is pardoned. 


Object. 7- Tow have ſaid, That thongh we were 
ot perſonally but ſeminally in Adam when he ſinned, 
yet when we are Perſons, we are Perſons guilty of bis 
aftual fin: And ſo we muſt be Perſons that are Par- 
z2kers of Chriſt's Actual Righteouſneſs, and not only 
of its Effedis, as foon as we are Believerg, For 
Chriſt being the Second Adam, and publich Perſon, 
we have our part in bus Righteouſneſs, as truly and 45 
m:aco 45 in Adam's ſin. 


Aviw 
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Anſw. 1. We muſt firſt underſtand how fax 
Adam's (in is ours: And firſt I have elſewhere pro. 
ved that our Covenant-Union and Intereſt (uppoſeth 
our Natural Union and Intereſt > and that it is an 
adding to God's Word and Covenant, to (ay, That 
he covenanted that: Adam ſhould perſonate each one 
of his Policrity in God's imputation or account, 
any further than they were naturally in him 3 and 


fo that his zunacency or ſin ſhould be reputed theirs, 


x far asit they had been perſonally the Subjects 


and Agents. The Perfoyn of Peter never was in 


Reality or God's Reputation, the Perſon of Adam 
( Nor Adam's Perſon the Perſon of Peter ): Bue 
Peter being virtually and {cminally 1n Adam, when 
he finned, his Perſon 1s derived from Adam's Per- 
ſon : And fo Peter*s Guilt is not numerically the 
{me with Adams, but the Accident of another 
Subject, and therefore another Accident, derived 
with the Perſon from Adam ( and from nearer Pa- 
rents)» The Fundamentum of that Relation (of 
Guilt) is the Natural Relation of the Perſon to 
Adam, ( and (o it 15 Relatzo zn Relatione fundata )- 
The Fundamentum of that natural Relation, is Ge- 
eration, yea a ſeries of Generations from Adam to 
that Perſon : And Adam's Generation being the 
Communication of a Guilty Nature with perſonality 
to his Sons and Daughters, is the fundamentum next 
following his perſonal Fault and Guilt charged on 
him by the Law : So that here is a long ſeries of 
efcient Cauſes, bringing down from Adam's Perſon 
and Guilt a diſtin& numerical Perſox and Guilt of. 

every one of his later Poſterity. 
2. And it is not the fame ſort of Guilt, or (o. 
plerary, which is on us, for Adam's Ad, as was 
- on 
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on him, but a Guilt Analogical, or of another 
ſort : that is, He was guilty of being the wilfal 
(inning Perſon, and fo are nor we, but only of be. 
ing Perſons whoſe Being is derived by Generation 
from the wilful ſinning Perſoas, ( beſides the guilt of 
our own inherent pravity ) : That 1s, The Relation is 
ſuch which our Perſons have to Adam's Perſon,as make 
it juſt with God to deſert us, and to puniſh us fur 
that and our pravity together. This 1s our Guilt of 

Original (1n. 
3+ And this Guilt cometh to us by Natural Pro- 
pagation, and reſultancy from our very Nature fo 
propagated. And now let us confider of our con- 
frary Intereſt in Chriſt. | 

And, 1- Our Perſons are not the {ame as Chriſt's 
Perſon, (nor Chriſt's as ours) nor ever (ojitdged or 

accounted of God. 
2. Our Perſoas were not naturally, feminally, 
and virtually in Chriſt's Perſon ( any further than 
he 15 Creator and Cauſe of all things ) as they were 

in Adams. | 
3- Therefore we derive not Righteouſneſs from 
him by Generation, but by his voluntary Donation 
or Contract. 
4+ As he became not our Natural Parent, fo our 
Perſons not being in Chriſt when he obeyed, are not 
reputed to have been in bim naturally,or to have obcy- 
ed 1n and by him. 

$5. If Chriſt and weare reputed one Pcrſon, <i- 
ther he obeyed in our Perſox, or we 34 bis, or both, 
Tf he obeyed as a Reputed Sinner in the Ferſon of 
each Sinner, his Obedience could not be meritori- 
ous, accordivg to the Law of Innocency, which 
required fiulefs PerfeRtion 3 Anl he being w—__ 

[ot 
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r | (6d to have broken the Law in our Perſons; could 
1 | not ſo be ſuppoſed to keep it. If we obeyed in 
« Þf bis Perſon, we obeyed as Mediators, or Chriſt's, of 
n | which betore. — 
of G. But as is oft ſaid, Chriſt our Mediator under- 
is || took in a middle Perſon to reconcile God and Man, 
ke = (not by bringing God erroneouſly to judg that he or 
r | we were what we are not, or did what we did not, 
of | but ) by being, doing, and ſuffering tor us, that in 

by own Perſon, which ſhould better anſwer God's 
o* | Ends and Honour, than if we had done and ſuffer- 
(o Il cd in our Perſons, that hereby he might merit a free 
n- | Gift of Pardon and Life ( with himſelf) to be gi- 

ven by a Law of Grace to believing penitent Ac- 
''s | cepters. And fo our Righteouſneſs, as is oft open- 
or i cd, is a Relation reſulting at once from all theſe 
Cauſes as fundamental to it, viz. Chriſt's Merito- 
rious Righteouſneſs, his free Gift thereupon, and 
our Relation to him as Covenanters or United Be- 
lievers. And this is agreed on. 
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Object. 8. As Chriſtis a Sinner by 3 amputation of 
our ſin, ſo we are Righteous, by the imputation of 
his Righteowſneſs. But it is onr fin it ſelf that is 
imputed to Chriſt : Therefore it is his Righteouſneſs it 
ſelf that 2s imputed to as. 

Anſw. 1. Chriſt's Perſon was not the Subject of 
our perſonal Relative Gzzi/t, much leſs of our Ha- 
c1- | bits or Ads. 

1 || 2. God did not judg him to have been ſo. 
o'll 2. Nay, Chtiſt had no Gaile of the ſame hind 
YI1- || reckoncd to be on him 3 el{c thoſe unmeet Speeches, 
ici £Þ uſed raſhly by ſome, would be true, viz. That Chriſt 
po" was the greatelt Murdercr, Adulterer, Idolatcr, 
fcd | Blaſphe- 


kd 


Pd 


7 £30] 

Blaſphemer, Thicf, &c. in all the World, and con. 
ſequently more hated of God, (for God muſt needs 
hace a linner as ſuch). To be guilty of fin as we 
are, is to be reputcd truly to be the Perſon that com- 
mitted it: But ſo was not Chriſt, and thercfore 
not {o to be reputed. Chritt was but the Mediator 
that undertook to ſuffer for our fins, that we might 
be forgiven 3 and not for his ow fin, real or juſtly 
reputed : Expoſitors commonly ſay that to be 
[ made fin for us |, is but to be made | a Sacrifice 
for ſin |. So that Chriſt took upon him neither our 


.. umerical guilt of {in it (elf, nor any of the ſame 


ſpecies 3 but only our Reatum Pane, or Debt of Pa- 
aiſhment, or (leit the Wrangler make a verbal quar- 
rcl of it) our Reatam Crlpe non qua talem @& in ſe, 
ſed quatenus eſt fundamentum Reatus pane : And 
ſo his Righteouſneſs is ours 3 not aumerically the 
ſame Relation that he was the Subject of made that 
Relation to us3 nor yet a Righteouſneſs of the ſame 
Species as Chriſt's is given us at all, ( for his was a 
Mediators Righteouſneſs, conliſting in, 1. perfedt 
Innocency ; 2. And that in the Works of the Few- 
iſp Law, which bind us notz 3. And in doing his 
peculiar Works, as Miracles, ReſurrefFion, &c. 
which were all His Righteouſneſs as a conformity to 
that Law, and pertormance of that Covenant, which 
was made With, and to him as Mediator), But 
his Righteouſneſs 15 the Meritorious Cauſe and Rea- 
fon of another Righteouſneſs or Juſiincation ( di- 


ftin& from his) freely given us by the Father and 
himſc!t by his Covenant, So that here indeed the 
Sirnilitude much clearcth the Marter 3 And they that 
Wil not biaiphcme Chrift by making gale 'of ſin it 
IF inits form?! Relation to be his own, and fo 
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Chriſt to be formally as great a ſinner as all the Re- 
deemed ſet together, and they that will not over- 
throw the Goſpel, by making us formally as Righ- 
teous as Chriſt in kind and meaſure, muſt needs be 
zprecd with us-in this part of the Controverſie. 


Objed. 9. When you infer, That if we are reckoned 
to have perfeily obeyed in and by Chriſt, we cannot be 
again bound to obey our ſelves ofrerward nor be- guilty 
of any ſin 3 you muſt know that it's true, That we 
cannot be bound to obey to the ſame ends as Chriſt did, 
( which is to redeem us, or to fulfil the Law of 
Works ) But yet we muſt obey to other ends, viz. Iu- 
gratitude, and to live to God, and to' ao good, and 
other ſuch [Thee 

 Anſw, 1. This 1s very true, That we are not 
bound to obey to all the ſame ends that Chriſt did, 
a5 to redeem this World, nor to fulfil the Law of 
Innocency. - But hence it clearly followeth that 
Chriſt obeyed not in each of our Perfons legally, but 
Mm the Perſon of a Mediator, ſceing his due Obedi- 
ence and ours have fo different Exds, and a diffe- 
rent formal Relation, (his being a conformity proxi- 
mately to the Law, given him as Mediator) that 
they are not ſo much as of the fame fpeczes, much 
leſs numerically the ſame. 

2. And this fully proveth that we are not reckon= 
& to have perfecly obeyed in and by him : For 
elſe we could not be yet obliged to obey, though to 
other ends than he was : For either this Obedience of 
Gratztude is a Duty or not 3 If not, it is not truly 
Obedience, nor the omiflion fin :* If yea, then that 
Duty was made a-Duty by ſome Law: And if 'by 
a Law We are -now bound to obey z# gratitude ( Or 

tox 
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for what ends ſoever ) either we do all that 
we are ſo bound to do, or not. If wedoit (or 
any of it) then to ſay that. we did it twice, once 
by Chriſt, and once by our ſelves, is to fay that we 
were bound to do it twice, and then Chriſt did-not 
all that we were bound to, but half : But what 
Man is he that fingeth not ? Therefore ſeeing it js 
certain, that no Man doth all that he 15 bound to do 
by the Goſpel, ( in the time and meaſure of his 
Faith, Hope, Love, Frunfulneſs, &c.) it followeth 
that he is a ſinner, and that he is not ſuppoſed to 
have done all that by Chriſt which he failed in,both 
becauſe he was bound to do it himſelf, and becauſe 
he is a finner for not doing it. 
3. Yea, the Goſpel binds us to that which Chriſt 
could not do for us, it being a Contradiction, Our 
great Duties are, 1. To believe jn a Saviour. 2.To 
improve all che parts of his Mediation by a Life of 
Faith, 3. To.repent of our fins. 4+. To mortihie 
ſinful Luſts in our (clves. 5. To fight by the Spi- 
Tit againſt our fleſh, 6. To confeſs our ſelves fin- 
ners. 7. To pray for pardon. $8. To pray for 
that Grace which we culpably want. 9. To love 
God for redeeming us. 10. Sacramentally to co- 
venant with Chriftt, and to receive him and his 
Gifts; with many ſuch like. which Chriſt was not 
capable of doing in and on his own Perſon for us, 
though as Mediator he give us Grace to do them, 
and pray for the pardon of our fins, as in our 
{clves. nl 
, 4+ But the Truth which this Objection intima- 
teth, we all agree in, viz. That the M&iator per- 
tetly kept the Law of Innocency, that the keeping 


of that Law might not be neceſſary to our Salvati- 
ON, 
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on, (and ſo ſuch Righteouſneſs neceſſary in our 
ſelves) but that we might be pardoned for want of 
perſe& Innocency, and be ſaved upon our fincere 
keeping of the Law of Grace, becauſe the Law of 
Innocency was kept by our Mediator, and thereby 
the Grace of the New-Covenant merited, and by 
it Chriſt, Pardon, Spirit and Life, by him freely 
p1ven to Believers. 
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Object. 10. The ſame Perſon may be really 2 
ſinner in himſelf, and yet perfeftly innocent in Chriſt, 
and by imputation. 


I” © ww. 


| Anſw. Remember that you ſuppoſe here the Per- 

& FU ſoz and Subjett to be the ſame Man : And then that 
ir | the two contrary Relations of perfed Innocency, Or 
Oo | guiltleſneſs, and guilt of any, ( yea much fin) can 
of | be confittent in him, is a groſs contradiction. In- 
ie £| deed he may be guilty, and not guilty in ſeveral 
i= | partial rcſp:&s 3 but a perfeGion of guiltleſueſs ex- 
n- | cludcth all guilt. But we are guilty of many a fin 
or | attcr Converiion, and need a Pardon. All that you 
ve 8 thould fay is this, Ie are ſinners our ſelves, but we 
0- || bave a Med-ator that ſinned not, who merited Pardon 
us | and Heaven for ſinners. 


US, 2. Putif you mean that God reputeth us to be 

m, | pertc&ly innocent when we are not, becauſe that 

ur] Chritt was ſo, it is to impute Error to God : He 
reputeth no Man to be otherwiſe than he is ; But he 

12} doth indeed tirtt give, and then impute a Righte= - 

er- | ouſnels Evangelical to us, inttead of pertect tano- 

ng} cency, which ſhall as certainly bring us to Glory 3 

zti-} and chat is, He piveth us both the Renovation of 

ONs K . his 


(130) | 
his Spirit, ( to Evangelical Obedience) and a Right 
by fees git to Pardon and Glory for the Righteouſ- 
= of Chriſt that merited it 3 And this thus given 
us, he reputeth to be an acceptable Righteouſneſs 


n us. 
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Mamalibers ons on ſome of Dr. T. Tullies 


YStriftures. 


0. I. | Suppole the Reader dcfireth not to be wea- 

ried with an cxamination of all Dr. Tul- 
lies words, which arc detective in point of Truth, 
| Tuſtice, Charrty, Ingenuity, or Pertinency to the 
Matter » Hur to ſee an anſwer to thoſe that by ap- 
pearance of pertinent truth do require it, to dil- 
abuſe the mcautclous Readers 3 Though fomewhat 
by the way may be brictly faid for my own Vindi- 
cation. And this Tractate being conciliatory, I 
think mect here to leave out molt of the words, and 
perſonal part of his contendings, and alſo to leave 
that which concerneth the zxtereſt of Works ( as 
they are pleaſed to call Man's performance of the 
Conditions of the Covenant of Grace) in our JaRiti- I} | 
cation, to a fitter place, viz. To annex what I 
think needful to my fricndiy Conference with 
Mr: Chriſtopher Cartwright on the Subject, which 
Dr. T#llzes Aſlaulc perſwadeth me to publiſh. 


Q. 2e 


> NI 


(131) 

F. 2. page 71s Fuſtif- Paulin. This Learned Do- 
for faith, | The Scripture mentioneth uo Fuſtificati- 
04 in foro Del at all, but that One, which # Abſolu- 
tion from the Maledifory Sentence of the Law. 

Anſw. 1. If this be untrue, ifs pity ſo worthy 
2 Man ſhould unworthily uſe it againſt peace and 
concord. If it be true, I crave his help for the ex- 
pounding of ſ{cveral Texts. 

Exod. 23. 6,7. Thou ſhalt not wreſft the Tudg- 
ment of thy Poor in his Canſe : Keep thee far from a 
falſe Matter, and the Innocent and Righteous ſlay 
thou not 3 for I will not juftifie the wicked |. Ts the 
meaning only, I will not abſolve che wicked from 
the MalediQory Sentence of the Law (of Innocen- 
cy)? Or is it not rather, | T will not misjudg the 
wicked to be juſt, nor allow his wickednets, nor 
yet allow thee ſo to do, nor leave thee unpuniſhed 
tor thy unrighteous judgment, but will condemn 
thee if thou condemn the Jult |. 


Job 25. 4. How then can Man be juſtified with 


God 2 or, Hwv can he be clean that is born of a We- 
man ? Is the ſenſe, | How can Man be abſolved 
from the MalediGory Sentence of the Law ? ] Orax 
ther, | How can he be maintained Innocent ? } 

Pfal. 143. 2. Ju thy fight ſhall no Man living be 
juſtified. Is the ſenſe, | No Man living ſhall be ab- 
ſolved from the MalediGory ſentence of the Law ? 
Then we are all loſt for ever: Or rather no Man 
ſhall be found and maintained Lnnocent,and judged 
one that deſerved not pmuiſhment |, ( Theretore we 
are not judged perfect fulhillers ot that Law by anq- 
ther or our ſclves ). 

Object. But this is for us and againſt you :; for it 
denyeth that there is any ſuch Juſtification. 
K- 2 Anſwe 
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Anſw. 1s our Controverſie de re, or only de ny- 


mine, of the ſenſe of the word Juſtine ? It dere, . 


then his meaning 15 to maintain, That God never 
doth judg a Bcliever to b2 a Believer, or a Godly 
Man tc be Godly, or a pertormer of the Condition 
of Pardon and Lite to have performed it, nor will 
juftife any believing Saint againli the falſe Accuſa. 
tions, that he is an Infidel, a wicked ungodly Man, 
and an Hypocrite, {or elſe he writeth againlt thoſe 
that he underſtood not). But if the Queſtion be 
( as 1t mult be } de nomine, whether the word Fu- 
ſtifie have any ſenſe belides that which he appropria- 
tcth to it, then a Propolition that deniceth the Exi- 
ſtentiam rei, may contute his denyal of any other 
ſenſe of the word. 

So Iſa. 43. 9, 26. Let them bring forth their I it- 
. neſſes that they may juſtified : Declare thou that thou 
mayeſt be juſtified ; that 15, proved Innoccut. 

But I hope he will hear and reverence the Son ; 
Matth. 12. 37. By thy words thou ſhalt be Fuſlified, 
and by thy words thou ſhalt be Condoamned | (peaking 
of Gods Judgment) which I think meaneth (de re 
&- nomine) Thy Righteous or unrighteous words ſhall 
bea put of che Caulc of the day, or Matter,for or ac- 
cording to which, thou ſhalt be judged obedient or 
difobedient ty) the Law of Grace, and (0 tar Juſt Or 
unjutt, and accordingly ſentenced to Heaven or 
Hell, as 1s deſcribed Matth. 25. But it fcems this 
Learned Doctor undcritands it only, By thy wora; 
thou ſhait be abſilved trom the Maledictory Sentence 
ot the Law, and by thy words contrarily condem- 
ncd. 

Lak. 18. 14. The Publican | went down to hi 
Houſe juſtified rather than the other |, I think not 

only 
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Innocency | but | by God approved a ſincere Penitent |], 
and ſo a fit Ns of the other part of Jaſtthca- 
tion. 

Ads 13. 30. 1s: the Text that ſpeaketh moſt in 
the ſenſe he mentionerh? z And yet think it inclu- 
deth more, viz. By Chriſt, 1. we are not only ab- 
folved from that Condemnation due tor our tins 3 
2. but alſo we are by his repealing or ending of the 
Moſaick, Law juttified againſt the Charge * Guile 
for our not obſerving itz and 3. Auguſtine would 
add, That we are by Chrilt's Spirit and Grace made 
juſt (that 1s, fincercly Godly) by the deſtruction 
of thoſe inherent and adherent fins which the 'Law 
of Moſes could not mortihe and five us from, but 
the Spirit doth. 


Rom. 2-13. Not the Hearers of the Law are Juſt 
before God, but the Doers of the Law ſhall be - 


fied ]. ls it only, The Doers ſhall be Jbſelved from 


the Maledifory Sentence, &c ? Or tirſt and chiefly, 
They ſhall be judged well-doers, ſo far as they do 
well, and fo approved and jultihed, fo far as they 
do keep the Law ? ( which becauſe no Man'doth 
ridly; and the Law of Innocency requireth 
Perte&tion, none can be juſtified abſolutely, or to 
Salva'1on by 1t ). 

Object. The meaning is, ( lay ſome ) The Doers 
of the Law ſhould be juſtified by it > were there any 
{uch. 

Anſw. That's true, of abſolute Juſtification unto 

Life ; But that this 1s not all the fen(le of the Texr, 
the two next Verſes ſhew, where the Gentiles are 
pronounced partakers of ſome oft that which he 
meancth inclulively in doing to Juſtthcation; There- 

K 3 fore 


only | from the MalediFory Sentence of the Law of 
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fore it muſt include that their Actions and Perſons 
are ſo far juſtified, ( more or leſs ) as they- are 
Doers of the Law, as being ſo far actively jult. 

Rom. 8. 30. Whom be juſtified, them he aiſo glo- 
rified; And, 1 Cor. 6. 11, Te are juſtified in the 
Name of the Lord Feſus, and by the Spirit of our 
God. Many Proteſtants, and among them Beza 
himſelf, exppund (in the Papiſts and Auſtin ſenſe 
of Juſtification j as including San@itication alſo, 
as well as Abfolution from the Curſe : And ſo Arch 
Biſhop Ufper told me he underfiood them. As 
i Tit. 3+ 7. That being juſtified freely by bi 

race. 

And many think ſo of Rom. 4. 5- he | juſtifieth 
the Ungodly | fay they, by Converting, Pardon- 
ing, and Accepting them in Chriſt to Lite. 

And Rom. 8.33. Who ſhall condemn ? it # God 
that jzſtifieth, ſcemeth to me more than barely to 
ſay, God abſolveth us from the Curſe, becaule it is 
ſet againſt Man's Condemnation, ( who reproached, 
flandered and perſecuted the Chriſtians as evil Do- 
ers, as they did Chrift, to whom they were pre- 
deſtinated to be conformed), And fo muſt mean, 
(God will not only abſolve us from his Curſe, but allo 
juſtiftie our Innocency againſt all the falſe Accuſati- 
ons ot our Encmies. 

And it ſeemeth to be ſpoken by the Apoſtle, with 
xeſpectito Iſa. 5: 8. He ts near that Juſtifieth me, 


who will contend with mes Waich my reverence to, 


this Lcarned Man ſufficeth not to make me believe, 
15 taken only in his ſenſe of Abſolurion. 

Rev. 22. 11. He that is Righteous, let him be ju- 
ftified till, (9ixoio, Mm ) which not only our 
Trantlaters, but almolt all Expolitors take as 11- 

| cluliye 
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clufive of Inherent Rightcouſneſs, it not. princi- 
pally ſpeaking of it. 

To ſpeak freely, I remember not one Text of 
Scripture that uſeth the word | Fuſtifie | in this 
Doctor's (ſenle 3 that is, Only for the ſaid abſolmii- 
on from the Curſe of the Law : For all thoſe other 
Tcxts that ſpeak for Juſtitication by Chnitt's Grace, 
and Faith, aud wot by the Works of the Law, (as 
Rom. 3. 20, 24, 28, ZO» and 4, 2,5,25. & 5-1, 
9,16, 18. I Core 4+ 4+ Gal. 2. 16, 17. & 3» 8, I1, 
24. & 5. 4, &c. ) doall ſeem to me to mean, not 
only that | we are abſolved from the Maledifiory 
Sentence of the Law |, but alſo that we are firlt 
made, and then accounted Perſons firſt meet tor Ab- 
ſolution, and next meet for God's Acceptance of 
us as juſt, and as Heirs of Life Eternal, and meet 
tor the great Reward in Heaven : For when the 
Apoſtle denieth Fxſtification by Works it is not 
credible that he meancth only, that | By the Works 
of the Law wo Man is abſolved from the Curſe of 
the Law | ; But alſo, No Man by the Works of the 
Law, 1s before God taken for a Performer of the 
neceſſary Condition of Abfolution and Salvation, 
nor fit tor his Acceptance, and for the Heavenly Re- 
ward. _ 

Anſw. 2. But let the Reader hcre note, that the 
Doctor ſuppoleth Fames to mean, that | By Forks 
a Man is abſolved from the MaledifGory Sentence of 
the Law, and not by Faith only. |. For that Fames 
{peaks of Juſtification 2x foro Det 1s palt all doubt : 
And who would have thought that the Doctor had 
granted this of the Text of Fames ? But millakes 
{-}dom agree among themſelves. 

Anſw. 3 . And would not any Man have thought 
KR 4 that 
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C1 13 36) 
that this Author had Meaded for ſuch an Impurtati- 
on of Chritt's Righteoaſueſs, as juſtifheth not only 
from the Maledictory Sentence of the Law, but 
alſo from the very guilt of fin as ſin, we being rc- 
pated, ( not only pardoned tinners, but) perfect 
fulfillers of the Law by Chriſt, and ſo that we are 
in Chriſt cqnform to the Fac hoc or preceptive part 
commanding Innocency? Who would have thought 
but this was his drift? If it be nor, all his angry 
Oppolition to me, is upon a mitiake fo foul, as re- 

verence forbids me to name with its proper Epi- 
thets : If it be, how can the ſame Man hold, That 
we are juſtified as in Chriit, contorm to the Precept 
of perfett Innocency ? And yet that The Scripture 
mentioneth no Tuſtification at tl, in foro Det, beſides 
that one, which is Abſolution from the Maledifory 

Sentence of the Law. But ſtill miſtakes have liſcord 
with themſclves. 

Anſw. 4+ It is the judgment indeed of Mr. Ga- 
taker, "al Piſcator, Par#us, Urſine, Wends- 
line, and abundance other excellent Divines, that 
as fins of omiſſion are truly fin, and pays damni, 
orprivations truly puniſhment 3 ſo for 4 finner for 
his {in to be denied God's Love and Favour, Grace 
and Glory, is to be puniſhed > and to be pardoned, 
1s to have this privative puniſhment remitced as 
well as the reſt 3 and fo that Jultification containeth 
our Right to Glory, as it is the bare forgiveneſs of 

che penalty of fin > becauſe Death and Lite, Dark- 
_ neſs and Light are ſuch Contraries, as that one is 
but the privation of the other : But this Learned 
Doctar feerneth to be of the commoner Opinion, 
that the Remiſſion of Sin js but one part of our 
Jultication, and that by Imputation of "i 
Holincls 


Holineſs and Obedience we muſt have another part, 
which is our Right to the Reward, ( and1I think a 


httle Explication would end that difference ). But 


doth he here then agree with himſelt? And to con- 
tradict the common way of thoſe with whom he 
joyneth? Do they not hold that Juſtification is 


more than an Abſolution from th? Maledifory Sen- 


tence of the Law ? 

Anſw. 5. But indeed his very Deſcription by 
Abſolutioa is tuterly ambiguous: 1. Abſolution is 
either by AG&wal Pardon, by the Law or Covenant 
or Grace 3 which giveth us our Right to Impunity : 
2, Or by Sentexce of the Judg, who publickly de- 
cideth our Caſe, and declarcth our Right determi- 
natively : Or by execution of that Sentence in a&tu- 
al delivering us from penalty z And who knoweth 
which of theſe he meaneth ? This is but confufion, 
co deſcribe by an unexplained equivocal word. 

And who knoweth what Law he meaneth, whoſe 
Maledittory Sentence Jattihcation ab(olveth us from ? 
Doth he think that the Law of Innocency, and of 
Moſes, and the Law of Grace are all one, which 
Scripture ſo frequently difſtinguiſheth ? Or that each 
_ of them hath not its Maledi#ion ? It he deny this, 
I refer him ro my full proot of it, to Mr. Cart- 
wright and el{cwhere. It not,: we thould know 
whether he mean all, or whicn. 
3+ And what he meaneth by the Sentence of the 

Law 1s uncertain : Whether 1t be the Laws Comm:- 
nation, as obliging us to puniſhment, which 15 not 
a Sentence in the uſual proper (ente, but only a vzr- 
tual Sentence, that is, the Norma Fudicisz or whc- 
ther he mean the Sentence of God as Fudg,according, 
tothe Law : which 1s not the Sentence of the Law 
pro» 
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properly, but of the Judg : It's more intelligible 
ſpeaking, and diſiint, that muſt edifie us, and 
end thoſe Controverſies which ambiguities and con- 
fufton bred and feed. - 

Auſw. 6. But which-cver he meaneth, moſt cer- 
tainly it 15 not true that the Scripture mentioneth 
no.other Juſtihcation in foro Dez. For many of the 
fore-cited Texts tell us, that it oft mcntioneth a ]u- 
ſiihcation, which 1s no Abſ{olution from the Male- 
dictory Sentence, (neither of the Law of Innocen- 
cy, of Moſes, or of Grace) but a Juſtification of a 
Man's innocency in tantum, or qnoad Cauſam hanc 
particularem, V1z. 

1, Sometimes a Juſtifying the Righteous Man 
agalaſt-the ſlanders of the World, or of his Ene- 
mics. 

2. Sometimes a juſtifying a Man in ſome one 
ation, as having dealt taichfully therein. 

3. Sometimes a judging a Man to be a faithful 
Godly Man, that performeth the Conditions of Life 
- In the Law of Grace made neceſſary to God's Ac- 
cePtance. 

4. Sometimes for making a Man ſuch, or for 
making him yet more inherently jult, or continuing 
him ſo. | 

5. Somctimes for Juſtification by the Apology of 
an Advocate, (which is not Abſslntion ). 

6- Sometimes for Juſtthcation by Witneſs. 

7, And ſometimes, perhaps, by Evidence. As 


appeareth, T/z 50. $. Rom. 8. 33. (and ſo God 


himſelf 1s ſaid to be juſtihed, Pfal. 51. 4+ Rom. 3+ 4+ 
and Chriſt, 1 Tim. 3.16.) 1 King. 8. 32. Hear 
thou in Heaven, and do, and judg thy Servants, con- 
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and juſtifying the Righteous, to give bim according to 
bis Righteouſneſs, (where the Sentence 1s paſſed by 
the Act of Execution). Is this abſolving him from 
the Curie of the Law ? So 1 Chron« 6. 23. fo Mat. 
12. 37- & Fam. 2.21, 24, 25. where Juſtification 
by our Words and by Forks 1s aflerted 3 and many 
other Texts ſo ſpeak : Frequently to Juſtifie, is to 
maintain one, or prove bim to be jult. ICs firange 
that any Divine ſhould find but one fort or (enſe of 
Juſtification before God mentioned 1n the Scrip- 
LUrES. 

I would give here tothe Reader, a help for ſome 
excuſe of the Author, viz. that by | preter nnam 
illam que eft Abſolutis | be might mean, which is 
partly Abſolution, and partly Acceptation, as of a 
falfiller of the Preccpt of Perfection by Chriſt, and 
partly Right to the Reward, all three making up 
the whole 3 but that I mutt not teach him how to 
ſpeak his own mind, or thiax that he knew not 
how to utter itz And ſpecially, becauſe the In» 
{tances here prove that cven ſo it is very far from 
Truth, had he ſo ſpoken. I: 

Anſw. 7. But what if the wond: | nas) 
had been found only as he affirmed ? If Fuſtice, 
( Righteouſneſs) and Fauſt, be otherwiſe ufed, 
that's all one in the ſenſe, and almoſt in the word 3 
ſceing it is confeſſed, that to Farſtifie, 15s, 1- To 
make Fuſt ; 2. Or to efteem Juſt 3. Or ſentence 
Fauſt; 4. Or to prove Juſt, and defend as Jult 
5. Or to xſe as Juſt by execution. And therefore 
in ſo many ſenſes as a Man is called Fuſt in Scrip- 
ture, he is inclufively, or by connotation, faid to 
be Taſtified, and Faſtifiable, and Fuſtificandus. And 
[ defire no more of the Impartial Reager, but to 

turn 


——_—_ ee > * 
E———CT ITT 


_— — —  — — — — — ————— 


wo _— <> he 1 ee 


. 
_ WIL 28 CC IEEE CRE . — 
. _—_ —_— n TT : J : . 
-. 4 > uy thi ered ont rn Doro errant ond nt ate, hve nw rk os 
by -\ —— SEES Ce C—————— — — —— 
OS Pg cy Inn ws — —_ l Y 


4 2 hw pin ny ut r4y6 HIS 4 LAI res HET IO EP EET ts IPA OT IT 


PEI OSIEES 


A ary UP LINs 2.44 


« b _— % , 
0 EPL AE © ARS: ore On ALON. «os IDNR OA IE as A TG FH 


| 
KF 
6:0 
|| 
[ 
is 
== 


{ 

| 

| 

yy i 

: 97 

{252 {1 

___ 4 

244 72 

Fe { 

7 : 

: if ; 

' 1 
its” 
F,g 


( 140 ) 

turn to his Concordances, and peruſe all the Texts 
where the words | Juſt, Juſtice, Juſtly, Righteous, 
Righteouſneſs, Righteoufly ] arc uſed ; and if he 
find 'not that they are many ſcore, if not hundred 
_ times uſed, for that Righteouſneſs which 1s the 
Perſons Relation reſulting from ſome Acts or Ha- 
bits of his own, (as the Subje& or Agent ) and 
otherwiſe than according to his ſolitary Jenſ; here, 
let him then believe this Author. 

S. 3. But he js as unhappy in his Proofs, as in 
his ſingular untrue Aﬀertiou : | Rom. 8. 2, 4. 
« The Law of the Spirit of Life, hath freed us from 
« the Law of Sin and of Death. Gal. 3. 13. God 
wc ſent his Son, that the Riphteouſneſs of the Law 
<« might be fulfilled in us Chriſt hath redeemed us 
* Fs the Curſe of the Law 3 and many more ſuch : 
m—— 15 no mention of any but oxe Legal Fuſtifica- 
$204 | 

wy -"o I. Reader, do you bclieve that theſe two 
Texts are a perfect Enumeration. And that if 
theſe mention but cne ſenſc:or fort of Juſtification, 
that it will follow that no more is mentioned in 
Scripture ::Or if many hundred other Texts have 
the fame ſenſe ? 

2. Nay, he hath choſen w theſe Texts where 
the word | Faſtification | or | Juſtifie } is not at 
all found. By which I Ri {appole that he in- 
rendeth the Controverhie here de re, and not de no- 
mine. And is that ſo? Can any Man that ever 
conliderately opened the Bible, believe that de re 
no ſuch Thing 1s mentioned in Scripture, 1. As 
making a Man a believing Godly Man. 2. Or as 
performing the Conditions of Life required of us 


1a the Covenant of Gricc. 3, Nor eficeming a 
Man 


( 141 ) _ 
Man ſuch. 4. Nor defencing or proving him to 


be ſuch. 5. Nor judging him ſuch decifively. 
64 Nor uſing him as ſuch. 7. Nor as Juliifying a 
Man (o far as he is Innocent and Juſt again all falſe 

Accuſation of Satan or the World. 
3+ The firſt Text cited by him, Rom. 8.24. down- 
right contradicts him : Not only Aguſtize, but 
divers Proteſtant Expoſitors ſuppoſe, that by the 
Law of the Spirit of Life 1s meant, either the 
 quickning Spirit it ſelf given to us that are in Chriſt, 
or the Goſpel, as it gzveth that Spirit into w And 
that by delivering us from the Law of Sin, is meant 
either from that fin which is as a Law within us, or 
Moſes Law, as it forbiddeth and commandeth all 
Its peculiarities, and ſo maketh doing or not doing 
them fin and as it declareth fin, yea, and acci- 
dentally irritatcthit : Yea, that by the Law of 
cath is meant, not only that Law we are curſed 
by, and ſo guilty, but chiefly that Law, as it is 
ſaid Rom. 7. tO kill Paul, and to occaſion the aboun- 
ding of fin, and the Liſeof if: And that by | rhe 
fulfilliag of the Law in us, that walk nit after the 
Fl:ſh, but after the Spirit |, 1s meant { that by the 
Spirit and Grace of Chriſt, Chriltians do fulfil the 
L3w, as it requircth t1n.ere Holincfs, Sobriety and 
Righteouſneſs, which God acceptcth for Chrilt's 
ſake; which the Law of Mzſes, without Chritt's 
Spirit, enabled no Man to fulh] |. Not to weary 
the Reader with citing Expolitors, I now only de- 

fire him to perule, Ludov. de Diew on the Text. 
And it 1s certain, that the Law that Paal there 
(peaketh of, was Moſes Law : And that he ts pro- 
ving all along, that the oblervaizon of it was not 
neccilary to the Gentiles, to their performance, or 
Juttt- 
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( 142 ) 
Juſtification and Salvation, (eceſſitate precepti vel 
medi); ( for it would not juſlitie the Jews them. 
ſelves ). And ſure, 1. all his mcaning 1s not, [The 
Law will not abſolve Men from the ſenſe of the 
Law]. But alſo its Works will give no one the 
juſt title of a Righteous Man, accepted of God, 
and ſaved by him, as judging between the Righte- 
ous and the wicked : ( as Chritt ſaith, Matth. 25, 
The Righteows ſhall go into Everlaſting Life, 8c. ) 
2. And if it were only the Maledifory Sentence of 
Moſes Law, as (uch, that Panl ſpeaketh of Abſolu- 
tion from, as our only Juſtihcation, then none but 
Jews and Proſclites who were under thatLaw,could 
have the [uttification by Faith which he mentton- 
cth; for it curſeth none elſe : For what-cver the 
Caw faith, it faith to them that are under the Law : 
"The rcit of the World were only under the Law of 
lapſed Nature, ( the relicts of Adam s Law of In- 
nvcency. and the Curſe tor Adam's hrtt Violation 
and the Law of Grace made to Adam and Noah, 
and ofter perfected Fullicr by Chriſt in its ſecond 
F.dition. | 

2. His other Text | Chriſt redeemed us from the 
Curſe of the Law | provcth indeed that all Believers 
arc redeemed from the Curie of rhe firlt Law of 
I:neccucy, and the Jews from the Curſe of Moſes 
L aw (which 15 1t that 15 derectly meant ): But what's 
thit to prove thar theſe words ipeak the whole and 
tie oxity Taſtification ? and rhat the Scripture mcn- 
coach no other ? 

E. 4. He addeth, | Lex eff que prohibet; Lex 
que param decerint > Lex que irrogat : Peccatum et 
tranſ,riſſiv Legs ; Faaa offeftus iftius trangreſſions 3 
Fultii:4119 denique abſulutis ab ijta pana s Traque 
cam 
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cum Lex nifi preflita neminem Fuſtificat, & preſit- 
tam omnes in Chriſto agnoſcunt, ant Legalis erit om- 
11s Fuſtificatio coram Dev, aut omnino nulla |. 

Anſw. 1. But doth he know but oxe ſort of Law 
of God? Hath every Man incurred the Curſe by 
Moſes Law that did by Adams? Or every Man 
fallen under the peremptory irreverfible condemna- 
tion which the Law of Grace pafleth on them that 
never believe and repent? Doth this Law, | He 
that believeth not ſhall be damned | damn Believers ? 
One Law condenieth all that are not Innocent. 
Another ſuppoſeth them under that defeR,and con- 
 demneth peremptorily (not every Sinner) but the 
Wicked and Unbelicvers. 

2- Apain here he faith, | Juſtification is Abſolu- 
tion from that Penalty |. But is a Man abſolved 
( properly ) trom that which he was never guilty 
of ? Indced if he take Abſolution {o loolly as to fig- 
nifte, the juſtifying a Man againlt a falſe Accufa- 
tion, and pronouncing him Not-Gazlty 3 So all the 
Angels in Heaven may pollibly be capable of Ab- 
{olution : Juſtification 1s ordinarily ſo uſed, but 
Abſolution ſeldom by Divines. And his words 
lhew chat this is not his (en(c; it I underftand them. 
But if we are reputed pzric fultillexrs of the Law 
ot Innocency by Chriit, and yet Juliztcation 1s our 
Ablolation trom the Curſe, then no Man 1s juſtified 
that 1s Righteous by that Imputation. 

3+ And how unable 15 my weak Underſtanding, 
to make his words at peace with themſclves ? The 
lame Man in the next lines {aith, | Lex wifi prefti- 
tz neminem juſtificat : and all Fujtzftcation before God 
mujt be legal or none |, to that no Man is jultificd 
but as reputed Innocent, or a gertoxmer ot che Law 3 

And 


( 144) 
And yet Fuftification 1s our ag FUE the Py- 
niſhment and Maledi&tion of the Law 3 As if he 
faid, No Man is jultiti:zd but by the pardon of thar 
fin which he is reputed never to have had, and Ab- 
ſolution from that Curſe and Puniſhment which he 
15 reputed never to have deſerved or been under. 
Are theſe things reconcileable ? But 1f really he 
take Abſolution for jultitying or acquitting trom a 
falſe Accuſation,and {ſo to be ablolved from the Ma« 
edition ot the Law, 1s to be reputed one that ne- 
ver deſerved it, or was under it, then its as much 
as fo lay, that there 15 no pardon of fin, or that 
no Man that is pardoned, or reputcd to need a Par- 
don, 1s juſtihed. 

4. All this and ſuch Speeches would per{wade the 
Reader that this Learned Diſputer thinketh that ] 
took and uſe the word | Legal | generally as of that 
which 1s related to any Law 1x genere, and fo take 
Evangelical contrarily for that which 1s related to 
no Law : whereas I over and over tell him, that 
( ſpeaking, in the uſual Language that I may be un- 
derſtood ) I take | Legal | fpeczally ( and not ge- 
nerally ) for that Rightcouſncls which 1s relatcd to 
the Law of Works or fs (not as if we had 
indecd ſuch a Rightcoutnel(s as that Law will juſtt- 
he us for; But a pro- Leg 2!-Rrghteonſueſs, one in- 
fleadof it, in and by our perteC&t Srviour, which ſhall 
etfe&tnally lave us tiom that Laws condemnation): 
And that by | Evangelical Righteouſneſs |, I mean, 
that which 1s related to the Law of Grace, as the 
Rule of Fadgment, upon the jult picadirng whereot 
that Law will not condemn but jultihe us. It he 
knew this to be my meaning, in my weak Jjude- 


mcut, he ſhould not have written cither as it he 
did 
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did not, or as if he would perſwade his Rsaders to 
the contrary : For Truth is moſt congruouſly de- 
fended by Truth : But if he kxew it not, I deſpair 
of becoming intelligible to him, by any thing that 
I can write, and I ſhall expe& that this Reply be 
wholly loſt to him and worſe. | 

5. His | Lex niſi preftita nemimem juſtificat | is 


true 5 and therefore no Man 1s juſtified by the Law, 


But his next words | & preſtitam omwnes in Chriſto 
agnoſcunt | ſeemeth to mean that | It was performed 
by ns in Chriſt |, Or that | It juſtifieth us, becauſe 
performed perfefily by Chriſt as ſuch | : Which both 
are the things that we moſt confidently deny, Ic 
was not Phylically, or Morally, or Politically, or 
Legallys or Reputatively, (take which word you 
will) fulfilled by us in Chriſt : it doth not juſtifie 
us, becauſe it was fulfilled by Chriſt, ( as ſ#ch, or 
immediately, and eo #omine). It juſtified Chriſt, 
becauſe he fulfilled it 3 and fo their Law doth all the 
pertect Angels. But we did not perſonally fulfil it 
in Chriſtzit never allowed vicarium obedientie to ful- 


fil it by our ſelves or another : Therefore anothers 


Obedience, mercly as ſuch, (even a Mediators) is not 
our Obedience or Tultihcation : But that Obedience 
juitifieth us, as given us only in or to the effecting 
of our Perſonal Rightcouſneſs, which confitteth in 
our right to Impunity, and to God's Favour and 
Lite, treely given for Chriſt's Merits ſake, and in 
our performance of the Conditions of the Law of 
Grace, or tiat free Gift, which 1s therefore not a 
co-ordinate but a ſub-ordinate Righteouſneſs ( and 
Jultitication) to qualitie us for the former. This 
Is 1o plain and neceflary, that it ( 1n ſenſe) 1t tg 
not underfiood by all that are admitted to the Sa- 

L Cas 
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cramental Communion, (cxcepting Verbal Contro- 
verſies or Difficulties) 1 doubt we arc too lax in our 
© admiſſions. 

' &. 5. Next he tc!5 us of a threefold reſpect of 
Tuſtification : : 1. Ex parte principits 2. Termini, 
3- Medii : (I find my (&t uncapeable of teaching 
him, that is a Teacher of ſuch as T, and therefore 
preſume not to tell him how to diſtinguiſh more 
congruouſly, plainly, and properly, as to the 
texms). And 4s fo the Principle or Fountain whence 
it floweth, that 1s, Evangelical Grace in Chriſt, he 
faith. It is thus neceſſary, that in our lapſed State all 
Fuſtification be Evangelical ]. 

Anſw. Who would defire a ſharper or a ſofter, a 
more diſſ-uting Or a more conſenting ery | 
Very good : It then I mean it ex parte princepii, I 
offend him not by aſſerting Evangclical Riphteouſ- 
nels : The Controvertie then will be only de nomine, 
whether it be congruous thus to call it. And really 
are his Numes and JYords put into our Creed, and 
become {o neceſſary as to be worthy of all the {trcls 
that helaycth on them, and the calling up the Chri- 
ftran World to arrive by their Zeal apainſt our 
Phraſe? Mult the Church be awakencd to riſe up 
2gainft all thote that will fay with Chritt, | By thy 

words thou ſhalt be witified |. And with fames, 
By Works a Non ts jujtified, and 19t by Faith only, 
and | we are jaized by the Law of Liberty |, and 
as Chryitt, F hb. X22. 7 ve Father judgeth no Man, 
bet ith communed all JTudament tnthe Son |; and 
that (hall x CHIC the 25th Chapter ot Matthery. 

Even row ne fed at once, {| There is no Fuſtifi- 
extion 15k t 040 Ic I, dlfhniing Co The "0 
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mention of any Juſtification but Legal ]. And now 
[ All our Fuſtification ex parte princ'pil, is oxly 
mu ]. So then ao Text talks of Evangels- 
cal Juſtification, or of Juſtification ex parte prin- 
cipii ; And Abſolution which detineth it, is named 
ex parte principii. And yet all Juſtification 1s Evans 
gelical. Is this mode of Teaching worthy a De- 
tence by a Theological War ? 
2. But Reader, Why may not 1 denominate Ju- 
tthcation ex parte principi "i Righteouſneſl 15S for- 
mally a Rclation : *To juſtihe conſtitutively, 1s to 
make Righteous. To be Juſtitied, ( or Juſtification 
in ſenſu paſſivo ) 15 to be made Righteous 3 And in 
firo, to be judged Righteous : And what meaneth 
he by Principium 25 tO a Relatior.,, but that which 
other Men call the Fandamentum, which 15 loco Ef- 
fictentis, or a remote ecthcient ? And whence can a 
\clation be more fitly named, than from the frn- 
dimentum, whence it hath its formal being ? Rea- 
der, bear with my Error, or correct it, it 1 miſtake. 
I think that as our Rrphteouſneſs 15 not all of one 
{ort, NO More 15 the fandamentum: 1. I think I 
have no Ripghtcouſnsls, whoſe nnmediate funda- 
ghar is my finleſs Innocency, or fulfilling the 
L:w of Works or Innocency, by wy ſclf or anc- 
i: and (© L have no farndamentum of fuch. 
. I hope I have a Rjghteouſncls conblling 1n my 
E {onal Right to Impurity aad Life > and that Jas 
or Right 15 mine by the Title of free Condogation and 
Duration by tlic Goſpel-Covenaut or Grant: And 
lv that Granr or Gulpel is. the ſundamentum Of it : 
et Ne Mcrits of Chriti's Righteouſnels purchaſed 
that Gift, and fo thoſe Merits are the remote fun 
damentam Or efthcicnc : And thus my Juſtification, 
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by the Doctor's confefſion, is Evangelical. 3. 1 
mult periſh if I have not alſo a ſubordinate perſo- 
_ nal Righteoutfneſs, conſiſting in my performance of 
thoſe Conditions on which the New-Covenant gj- 
veth the former. And the fundamentam of this 
Righteouſneſs is the Reality of that performance, 
as related to the Irrogation. Impolition, or Tenor 
of the Covenant, making this the Condition. This 
15 my Hereſie, it I be heretjcalz and be it right or 
wrong, I will makc it intelligible, and not by fay- 
ing and unſaying, involve all in conftution. 

$. 6. He addeth, | Ex parte Termini Legals eſt, 
quia terminatur in ſatisfadione, Legit preſtauda : 
Liberavit me a Lege mortis, &c. And hence, he faith, 
the denomination 1 properly taken. 

Anſw. 1. The Reader here f{ceth that all this 
Zeal is excrciled in a Game at IYords, or Logical 
Notions 3 and the Church mutt be called for the um- 
pirage, to ſtand by in Arms to judg that he hath 
won the Day : What if the denomination be pro- 
perly to be taken from the Terminus ? 15 It as dange- 
rous as you frighttully pretend to take It alinnde ? 
2. But ſtay a little: Bcetore we come to this, we 


mult crave help to undertiand what he talketh of : 


IS it; i Tuſt ificatio, Fuſtificans ( active ſumpta) * Or, 
2, Fultificatto Fnſtificati (paſſive)? 3. Or Fuſtitia ? 
1. The tirft is 4d&di», and the Terminus of that 
Attion 1s two-fold. 1. The Object or Patient (a 
believing, Sinner). 2. The Effect, Fuſtificatio paſ- 
five, neither of theſe is the Law, or its Maledidi- 
on. But which of theſe 1s 1t that we mult need: 

Namie it trom ? 
2. The paſſive or effecizve Jutiihcation 1s in re- 
ſpe& of the Subjects Reception called Paſſio : In 
reſpect 
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(149). 
reſpee of the form received, it is as various as I 
ay mentioned. 

1- The Effet of the Donative Juſtification of 
the Law of Grace, is Juſtitia data a Relation 
(oft deſcribed ). 

2. The Effect of the Spirits giving us Inherent 
Righteouſneſs, is a Quality given, Ads excited, and 
a Relation thence reſulting. 

3, The Effect of Fuſtification per ſententiam 
Fwdicis, is immediately a Relation, Fus Fudica- 
mm © 

4. The Efect of an Advocates Juſtihcation, 1s 
| Jruftitia & perſona ut defenſa ſeu vindicata. 
| 5. The Effc& of Executive Faſtification, is Actu- 
al Impunity or Liberation. And are all theſe one 
; Terminus, or hence one name then ? Thele are the 
| Termini of Fuſtificatio Fuftificantis, ut Afionis 3 and 
- | nothing of this nature can be plainer, than thar, 
| | 1. Remiſlion of ſin paſſively taken) the Reatus or 
- Obligatio ad penam, (the firſt ad quem, and the (e- 
- | cond 4 quo) are both the immediate Terminz of our 
? | Act of Juſtification 2. That the Terminus Fuſti- 
eÞ tie, as it 15 the formal Relation of a Juſiihed Per- 
:| fon, as ſuch, 1s the Law as Norma Ainum, as to 
Righteous Actions, and the Law or Covenant, as 
making the Condition of Lite, as to thofe Actions, 
ſub ratiane Conditionis & Titali. And the Pronuſſo- 
ry and Minatory part of the Law, as Tuftitia 1s 
Fns premit, & impunitats. Firlt, The Actions, 
i- || and then the Perſon are Juſt in Relation to the Law 
| or Covenant, by which their Actions and they are 
to be judged. But the remoter Terminus is the 
-| malum 4 quo, and the bonum ad quod. And as 4 
nl 072, it 15 not enly the eozt denounced, but allo the 
ct L 3 Reatus, 


WIE 
Reatus, or Obligation to it, and the efhcacious At 
of the Law thus curſing, and the Accuſation of the 
Actor or Accuſcr, ( real or poſlible ) that? 15 ſuch 3 


ferminus. 


IT. But when he ſaith, Ex parte Termini Lega- fl | 
ls eft, cithcr ſtill he taketh legal gencrally, as com- 

_ prehending the Law. of Tnmocency, of Works, and If 1 
of Grace, or not. It he do, I muſt hope he is Nl | 
more zntelligent and juſt, than to in{inuate to his Il 1 
Reader, that I ever mention an Evangelical 7 wſtifi- | « 
cation that is not fo legal, as to be denominatedtrom || 1 
the Law of Grace. as diſtinct trom that of Works: || : 
It not, he was indebtcd to his intelligent Reader | 1 
for ſome proof, that no Man 1s Juttified againſt this I / 
falſe Accuſation 3 [ Thou art by the Law of Grace ||| / 
the Heir of a far forer puniſament, for deſpiting || | 
the Remedy, and not performing the Conditions of |} t 
Pardon and Life. And alſo for this tnou haſt no |} t 
right to Chriſt, and the Gitts of his Covenant of } | 
Grace ]. But no ſuch proot is found in his Wri- I t 
tings, nor can be given. | 


HI. But his | Quiz Terminatur in ſatisfaciione 
Legi preſtanda |. I conftcls it is a Sentence not very ff 7 
intelligible or edifying to me. 1. Satzsfaitio pro- If t: 
prie &+ ſtrifte ſic ditta differt 4 "ow ejuſdem | i 
quod fit, ſolutio equivalentis alias indebite: Which I} }. 
of theſe he meaneth, Satisfation thus ſtrictly tz If 1 
ken, or ſolutio ejuſidlem, I know not: Nor know |} { 
what it is that he meaneth by Legi preſtanda ; In- 
deed ſolutio ejuſdem is Legi preſtaudz, but not pri- 
fita by us (perſonally or by another) : For we nci- 


cher kept the Law, nor bare the full Penalty 3 And 
the 


" 6s + 2 

the Law mentioned no Vicarium Obedientie aut 
pene > Chrilt performed the Law, as it obliged him- 
(clf as Mediator, and as a Subject, but not as zz eb- 
liged ws 3 for it obliged us to Perſonal performance 
oaly : And Chritt by bearing that Puniſhment ( in 
ſome reſpeqs) which we deſerved, fatished "i 
Law giver, (who had power to rake a Commuta- 
tion) but not the Law : unleſs ſpeaking improper- 
ly you will fay that the Law is ſatisfied, when the 
renzote ends of the Law-ygiver and Law are obtain- 
&d. For the Law hath but one fixed ſenſe, and 
may be it {cf changed, but changeth not it {elf, nor 
accepteth a tantundem ; And Chriſt's ſuffering for 
us, was a fulfilling ot the Law, which peculiarly 
bound bim to ſuffer, and not a Satisfaction loco fo- 
lutionis ejuſdem : And it was no fulfiling the Penal 
part of the Law as it bound xs to ſuffer : For ſo it 
bound none but us3 ſo that the Law as binding us 
to Duty or Suffering, was ncither fulfilled, nor 
lrictly ſatzsfted by Chrift ; but the Law-giver fa- 
ti5hed,, and the remote ends of the Law attained, 
by Chriſt's pertect fulfilling all that Law which 
bound him(clt as Mcdiator. 

Now whether he mean the Law as binding us to 
Duty, or to Puniſhment, or both, and what by ſa- 
11ifaftion | am not ſure: But as far as I can make 
{cnſe of it, it ſeeneth to mean, ' that Para 15 ſatiſ- 
fuciio loco obedientie, and that Puniſhment being our 
Due, this was ſatisfaftio Legt preſtandi, (tor he 
{ith not Preſtita). But then he mutt judge that 
we arc Juftihed only from the pexal Obligation of 
the Law, and not from the preceptive Obligation to 
purfect Obedience, And this will not fland with 
the fcop- of other Paſſages, where he 'cndureth not 


L 4 my 


Mi 
+, 
: 8 BF: 
+ 
$i 
> (F : 
#7 
273-3 
: $43 
': 8 
-- 85} 
” es: 


# IF; 
i. 638; 
a *f 4 
i* 9 
1 
' I's? 
+ 24: 
1 #1 
oe 
1 
3. 
+ 
li $4 
& {2:2 
£ 0 
ii 8F 
* - 
1 : 27 
i! $1 
A + 
on 
627 
4: 
+4 
: 4 


"TR I93 I 
my Opinion, that we are not juſtified by the fac 
hoc, the Precept as fulfilled, or from the Reatzs 
Culpe in ſe, but by Chriſt's whole Righteouſneſs 
from the Reatus ut ad peram. 

2. But if this bc his ſenſe, he meancth then that 
It 1s only the Terminus 2 quo, that Fuſtification IS 
properly denominated from. And why fo? 1. As 
Fuſtitia and F uftificatio paſſive ſumpta, vel ut effefus, 
1s Relatio, it hath neceſſarily no Terminus 4 quo 5 
And certainly is 2: ſþecte, to be rather denominated 
from its own proper Terminus ad quem. And as 
 Fuſtification is taken for the Juſtihcxs AGionz why is 
1t not as wel] to be denominated from the Terminus 
ad quem, as 4 quo ? Fuſtificatio efficiens ſic dicitury 
quia Fuſtum facit: Fullificatio apologetica, quia 
Tajtum vindicat vel probat. Fuſtificatio per ſententi= 
am, quia Fuſtum aliquem eſſe Fudicat : Fuſtificatio 
executiva, quia ut fuſtum cum tratl at. 

But if we mult necds denorminate from che Ter- 
minus 4 quo, how ſtrange is it that he ſhould know 
but of oze ſenſe of Juſtification 2 

3+ But yet perhaps he meaneth, | In ſatisfa@ione 
Legz preſtita, though he ſay prejſtanda, and fo de- 
nominateth from the Terminus 4 quo ; But if ſo, 
T-' Then it cannot be true: For ſatisfacere © Fu- 
Rtificare are not the ſame thing, nor is Fuſtify:ng 
giving SatisfaGionz nor were we juſtihed when 
Chritt had fatished, but long after; Nor are we 
juitified eo #omzwe, becauſe Chrilt (atished, ( that 
is, immediately) but becauſe he gave us that Fus 
ad impunitatem & vitam & ſpiritum ſanGum,which 
1s the Frazt of his Satisfaction. 2. And as is faid, 
jf it be only in ſatisfaGione, then it ts not in that 
Obedience which fulfileth the preceptive Pe as : 

| ound 
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bound us : for to ſatisfic for not fulfilling, is not to 
fulfil it. 3. And then no Man is juſtified, for no 
Man hath fſatished either the Preceptive or Penal 
Obligation of che Law, by himſelf or another : 
But Chriſt hath ſatisfied the Law-giver by Merit 
and Sacrifice for fin. 

His Liberavit nos 4 Lege Mortis, 1 before ſhewed 
impertinent to his uſe, Is Liberare & Fuſtificare, 
or Satisfacere all one ? And is 4 Lege Mortis, cither 
from all the Oblj-ation to Obedience, or from the 
{ole malcdiction ? There be other Acts of Liberation 
belides Satisfafion : Forit is { The Law of ihe Spi- 
rit of Life | that doth it: And we are freed both 
trom the power of indwelliag-(in, (called a Law) 
and from the Moſaical Yoak, and from the Impoſ-" 
[ible Conditions of the Law of Innocecncy, though 
not from its bare Obligation to future Duty. 

I. 7. Headdetha Third, Ex parte Medi, qued 
eſt Fuſtitia Chriſti Legalis nobis per fidem Imputata : 
Omnem itaque Fuſtificationem proprie Legalem. eſſe 
conſt at. 

Auſw. 1. When [ read that he will have but one 
{ev{c or fort of Juſtification, will yet have the De- 
nomination to be ex termino, and (© juſtitieth my 
diſtinction of it, according to the various Termint 3 
And h-re how he maketh the Righteouſneſs of 
Chritt to be but the MEDIUM of our Juſtification, 
(though he ſhould have told us which fort of Medi- 
um ne meaneth) he ſeemeth to me a very favourable 
conſenting, Adverſary: And I doubt thoſe Divines 
who maintain that Chriſt's Rignteouſneſs 1s the 
Cauſa Formalis of our Juſtification, (who are no 


{mall ones, nor a few, though other in anſwer to. 


che Papiſts diſclaim it) yea, . and thoſe that rake it 
but 
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but Cauſe Marterialis, (which may have a ſound 
fenſe) will think this Learned Man betrayeth thcir 
Cauſe by prevarication, and ſeemeth to ſet fiercly 
againſt me, that he may yeeld up the Cauſe with 
tefs ſuſpicion. But the truth is, we all know but in 
part, and therefore crr in part, and Error 1s incon- 
fiſtent with it ſelf. And as we have conflicting 
Fleſh and Spirit in the J/il, fo have we conflicting 
Light and Darknefi, Spirit and Fleſh in the Under- 
ſtanding 3 And it 1s very perceptible throughout 
this Author's Book, that in one line the Fleſh and 
Darkneſs {aith one thing, 2nd 1n the next oft the 
Spirit and Light faith the contrary, and feeth not 
the inconfiſtency : And ſo though the dark and 
fleſhy part riſe up in wrathful ſiriviog Zeal againſt. 
the Concord and Peace of Chritiians, on pretence 
that other Mens Errois wrong the Truth, yet I 
doubt not but Love and Unity have ſome intereſt in 
his Iucid and Spiritual part. We do not only grant 
him that Chrilt's Rightcouſnels is a Medinm of 
our Juſtihcation, (ſor ſo allo 1s Faith a Conaitien, 
and Difpofitio Receptiva being a Medium ) 3 nor only 
ſome Caſe, (for lo alſo is the Covenant-Donation ) ; 
but that it is an efficient meritorious Canſe, and be- 
cauſe if Righteouſneſs had becn that of our own, 
Inmcency would have becn tounded 1n Merit, we 
may call Chritt's Rightcoufncſs the material Cauſe of 
our Juſtification, remotely, as 1t 15 Materia Meritz, 
the Matter of the Merit which procureth 1t. 

2. But for all this it followeth not that all Juſtt- 
fication is only Legal, as Legal notcth its reſpect to 
tne Law of Innocency: For 1. we are jultihed 
from or ag4i3tt che Accufation of bejng non=per- 
toig;cis of ii Toldition of tne Law of Grace 


2. And 


CLM 
2. Andof Wor therefore unpardoned, a yable 
to its ſorer Penalty. 3. Our particular "Te 
- nate Perſonal Righteouſneſs confitting in the faid 
performance of thoſe Evangelical Conditions of 
Lite, 15 ſo denominated from its conformi:y to the 
Law of Grace, as It inliituteth its own Conditi- 
on) as the meaſure of it, (as Reditudo ad Regu- 
lan: ). 4. Our Jus ad impunitatem & vitam, reſul- 
tcth from the Doxative Act of the Law or Cove- 
nant of Grace, as the Titulus qui eſt Fundamentuns 
Faris, or (uppolition of our Faith as the Condition. 

. This Law of Grace is the Norma Fudicis, by 
which we ſhall be judged at the Lalt Day. 6. The 
{ame Judg doth now per ſententiam conceptam judg 
of us, as he will then judg per ſenteutiam prola- 
tam. 7. Therefore the Sentence being, virtually 1 in 
the "Ea this ſame Law of Grace, which in primo 
intanti doth make ws Righteous, ( by C ondonation 
and Doxarion of Right) doth in ſecundo inſtanti, 
virtually julie us as containing that regulating 
ule, by which we are to be ſ(ententially juſtthed. 
| And now judg, Reader, whether no Jultihcation be 
Evangc)ical, or by the Law of Grace, and ſo to be 
denominated : (for it 15 1is de #omzne that 1s by him 
managed). $. Butides that the whole frame of 
Caulcs in the Work of Redemption, ( the Re- 
dcemer, his Rightcoulnels, Merits, Sacrifice, Par- 
doning Act, Interceflion, e&c. ) arc fure coier to 
be called Matters of the Goſpel, than of the 
Law. 

And yet we grant him calily z 1- That Chriſt 
pertecly fulfilled che Law of Innocency, and was 
juſtitied thercby, and that we are jultihed by that 
Rightcouſacls of his, as the meritorious Caule. 

2, Tnat 


\ 4h? aca ei 

2. That we being guilty of Sin and Death, ac: 
cording to the tenor of that Law, and rhat Guilt 
* being remitted by Chriſt, as aforeſaid, we are 
therefore juſtified from that Law, (that is, from 
its Obligation of us to Innoccncy as the neceſſary 
terms of Life, and from its Obligation of us to 
Death, for want of Innocency) : But we arc not 
juſtified by thatLaw,either as faltilled or as ſatisfied 
by us ozr ſelves, either perſonally or by an Inſtru- 
ment, ſubſtitute or proper Repreſentative, that was 
Vicarius Obedientie aut pxne. 3. And we grant 
that the Jews were delivered trom the poſitive Jew- 


11h Law, which 1s it that Pax] calleth, The Law of 


Works. And if he pleaſe, in all theſe reſpects to 
call 7uſtification Legal, we intend not to quarrel 
with the name, (though what I called Legal in 
thoſe Aphoriſms, I choſe ever after to call rather, 
Taftitis pro-legalis). But we cannot believe him, 
7- That it is only Legal 3 2. Or that that 1s the 
ouly (or moſt) proper denomination. 


$&. 8. He proceedeth thus, | And it will be vain,if 


any argue, That yet none can be ſaved without Evan- 
gelical Works, according to which it us confeſſed that 
all. men ſhall be judged : for the diſtinQion is eaſie 
(which the Author of the Aphoriſms ſomewhere wſeth ) 
between the firſt or Private, and the laſt or Publick, 
Faſtification. - Tn the firſt ſenſe it 1 never ſaid,That 
Works juſtifie, bat contrary, That God juſtifieth him 
that worketh not, Rom. 4. 5- In the latter we confeſs 
that Believers are to be juſtified according to Works, 
but yet not Of (or By) IWorks, mor that that Fuſtift- 
cation _ men juſt before God, but only ſo pro- 
nounceth them. 


Arſe. 1 . Fhis 1s ſuch another Conſenting Ada- 
verſary 
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verſary as once before I was put to an{wer z who 
with open mouth calls himſclf conſequentially what 
he calleth me if the ſame Caxſe, and not the Per- 
ſon make the Guilt. Nay let him confider whether 
his grand and moſt formidable Weapon | So alſs 
ſaith Bellarmine, with otber Papiſts | do not wound 
himſelf : For they commonly tay, That the firſt Ju- 
ſtification is not of JYorks, or Works do not hiſt ju- 
tiftie us» Have TI not now proved that he erreth aud 
complyeth with the Papiſts 2 [t not, let him uſe bet- 
ter Arguments himſclt. 

2. But why is the firſt Fuſtification called Prz- 
vate ? Either he meaneth God's making us juſt con- 
ſtitatively, or his judging us 10 : and that per ſex- 
tentiam conceptam only, or prolatam alſo. 

I. The common diſiin&tion in Politicks, zxter 
judiciuns Privatum & Publicum, 1s fetcht from the 
Judg, who is cither Perſona privata vel publica : a 
private Man, or an authorized Tudg judging as 
ſuch : And ſo the Judgment of Conſcience,Friends, 
Enemies, Neighbours, mere Arbitrators, &c. is 
Judiclam privatum 3 and that of a Fudg in foro, 1s 
Jadicium publicum, (yea, or in ſecret, before the 
concerned Parties only in his Cloſer, ſo it be deci- 
five): If this Learned Doctor fo underſtand it, 
then, 1. Conftitutive Juſtification ( which ts tru- 
ly firſt ) 1s publick Juſtification, being done by 
God the Fathcr, and by our Redeemer, who ſure 
are not herein private authorized Perſons. 2. And 
the firſt ſentential Juſtification, as merely Virtwal, 
and not yet Aetual, viz. as it's virtuaily jn the Ju- 
ſtitying Law of Grace as norma Fudicis is publick 
in ſuo genere, being the virtys of a Publick Law of 
God, or of his Donative Promiſe. 3. And the 

firſt 
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( 158 ) 
firſt Adual Fuſtification, per Deum Judicem per 
ſententiam conceptam (which is God's ſecret judging 
'the Thing and Perſon to te as rhey are) is (ſecret 
indeed ix ſe, yet revealed by God's publick Word 
but) publick as to the Judg. 4. And the firtt ſc. 
tentia prolata ( the fourth in order ) is ſomeway 
publick as oppolite to ſecrefie, (for, I. 1t 15 before 
the Angels of Heaven 2. And 1 part by Exccu- 
tive demonſtrations on Earth): But 1t 15 certainly 


by a publick Fudg, thacis, God. 5. And the fil , 


. Apelogetical Juſtification by Ciriſt our Tnerceding 
Adweate, 1s publick both quoad perſynam, and as 
openly done in Heaven : Andift this worthy Perſon 
deny any Juſtification per ſententiam Fudicis, upon 
our firlt Believing, or bctore the final Judgment, 
he would woefully fall out with the far greatctt 
nDutnbcr of Proteltants, and eſpecially his cloicſt 
Friends, who uſe to make a Sentence of God as 
Judg to he the Genrns to Juttihcation, 

But if by | Private and Publick Tuſlification } 
he means | ſecret and open |. 1. How can he hope 
to be underttood whin he will uſe Political Terms 
nvexpiained, out of the uſual ſenſe of Pohticians : 
2Ut 10 MEy ule tO abuſe words more than cghey that 
wonld keey the Church in tlamcs Þy wordy Contro- 
zorfics, as if they were of the terms of Lite and 
Death. 2. And cvea in that ſcnfe onr firft Joſtih- 
cation is pubiicy Cr OPen, quaad Acium Tuſtifican- 
cantis,35 being by the Donation of a pubdlick Word 
ot God, Though qguvid effeqcum in recipicnte, it 
mit needs be fecret til] the Day of Judpment, no 
Man knowins anvihers Heart, whether he be 1n- 
decd 2 found Bulicver ; And fo of thereft as is in- 
um.ted. 

Con- 
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Concerning what [I have {aid before, ſome may 
Object, 1. That there is no ſuch thing as our Tuſtifi- 
cation notified before the Angels in Heaven. 2, That 
the Sententia Concepta i God's Immaxent Acts, and 
therefore Eternal. 

Anſw. To the firſt, I ſay, 1. It is certain by 
Lb. 15. IO. that the Angels know of the Chvvce- 
ſon of a Sinner, and therefore of his Jultihcation 
and publickly Rejoyce therein. Therefore it 15 noti- 
hed to them. 2. But I reter the Reader for this, te 
what I have ſaid to Mr. Tombes in my Diſputation 
of Fuſtification, where I do give my thoughts, That 
this 15 not the Juſtihcation by Faith meant by Pax. 
as Mr. Tombes aſſ*rteth it to be. 

To the Second, I fay, Too many have abuſed 
Theology, by the miſconceiving of the dittin&ion 
of Immanent and Tranſient As ot God, taking 
all for Immanent which ett nothing ad extra. But 
none are properly Immanent quoad Objetium, but 
ſuch as God himſelf is the Objedt of, ( as ſe 2n- 
telligere, ſe amare ): An Act may be called indeed 
immanent in any of theſe three refpedts3 1. Ex 
parte Agents 2. Ex parte Objecit 3 3 3- Ex parte 
effecius. 1. Ex parte agentis, all God's Acts are 
Inmanent, tor they ar? his Efſence. 2. Ex parte 
0bjefti vel Tremnd God's Judging a Man Juſt or 
Unjuſt, Good or Bad, 1s tranftent 3 becauſe 1t 1s 
denominated from the ttate of the Terminus or Ob- 
It : And lo it tray be vartous aud mutuble deno- 
natively, notwithlianding God s Szmplictty and 
ms 6 And {vo the Sententia Concepts 15 wot 
aw A'ternos. 3. AS to the Effed? ? all conftcls God s 
Acts to be Trankienc aud Temporary. But there 
are ſome that effc& not (is to judy, a thing to be 
WNAt ICIS» 3, Ember 
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-M Either this Militant Diſputer would have. his 
Reader believe that I ſay, That a Max zs juſtified by 
Works, 1n that which he cilled [making juſt, and 
the firſt Tuſtificz'zon ], or not : It he would, ſuch 
untruth and wuxrighteouſneſs (contrary to the full 
drift of many. of my Books, and even that 
which he ſelected to oppoſe) 1s not a congruous 
way of diſputing for Trath and Righteouſneſs : nor 
indeed 15 it tolcrably ingenuous or modelt, If not, 
then why doth he all along carry his profeſſcd 
agreement with me, in a militant ftrain,perſwading 
his Reader, that I {avour of Socinianifm or Popc- 
ry, or ſor;c dangerous Error, by ſaying the very 
ſame that he faith. O what thanks doth God's 
Church owe fuch contentious Diſputers for ſuppo- 
{:d Orthodoxnc(s, that hike zoctambuli, will riſe 
in their ſleep, and cry, Fire, Fire, or beat an 
Allarm on their Drums, and cry out, The Enemy, 
The Enemy, and will not let their Neighbours 
rclt ! 

I have wearied my Reeders with (© ofc repeating 
in my Writings ( upon ſuch repcated imporcuni- 
tics of others ) thete following Afcrtions about 
w a 


Works of Innacency. 
2. Nor by the Works of the Jewilh Law (which 


Paul pleadcth againlt). 


f 
That we are nevcr juſtificd, firſt or laſt, by 7 
] 
A 
V 


3, Nor by any Works of Merit, in point off P 
Commutative Juſtice, or of diſtributive Governing J 
Þ aftice, ccording tO clther of thoſe Laws (ot In- tl 
27306NCH, OT Jewiſh ). hi 

il 


Nor by any Works or Acts of Man, which 
UC "hot againli or inſtead of the leaſt part of God's 


Acts, 


$7 Chrils Merits, ot any of is | patt or ho- 
—_ 

» Nor are we at fri juſtified by any Evangeli- 
cal Warks of Love, Gratitnde or Obedience to Chriſt, 
as Works are diltinguiſhed from cur firſt Faith and 
Repentance. 

6. Nor are we juſtified by Repentayce, as by an 
mnſtrumental cfticient Caule, or as of the ſame re- 
ceiving Nature with Faith, except as Repentance 
!ignifieth our-change from Unbelief to Faith, and 
{01s Faith it ſelf. 

7. Nor are we juſtified by Faith as by a mere At, 
or moral good Work. 

8. Nor yet as by a proper efficient Inſtrument of | 
our Juſtification. 

9. Much leſs by fuch Works of Charity to Men, 
as are without true love to God. - 

10. And leaſt of all, by Popiſh bad Works, cal- 
I:d Good, (as Pikkriniawok, hurttul Auſtericies, &c.) 

But if any Church-troubling Men will firlt cali 
all As of Mati's Soul by he name of WORKS, 
and next will call no Act « the natne of Tatifying 
Faith, but the belief of the Promiſe (as ſome ) or 
the accepting of Chriit*s Righteonſneſs given or int- 
puted to 15, as in ſe, our own (as others) or | the 
Recumbency on this Righteouſneſs | ( as others ) or 
all theſe three A4&r ( as others ,)3 and if next they 
will fay that this Faith juſtifieth us only as the pro- 
per Inſtrumental Cauſe 3 and next,that to look tor 
Juſtification by any other Act of Man's Soul, or by 
this Faith in any other reſpect, , is to truſt to that 
ſuſtification by Yorks, which Pal confuteth, and 
to fall from Grace I do deteſt ſuch corrupting and 
M dbuſing 


abuſing of the Scriptures,and the Church of Chriſt, 


 AndI aſſert as followeth 3 

'1. That the Faith which we are juſtified by, doth 
as eſſentially contain our belief of the Truth of 
Chriſt's Perſon, Office, Death, Reſurrection, In- 
terceſſion, &c. as of the Promiſe of Imputation. 

2. And alſo our conſent to Chriſt's Teaching, 
Government, Interccſſton, as to Imputation. 

'3. And our Acceptance of Pardon, Spirit, and 
promiſed Glory, as well as Imputed Righteouſneſs 
of Chrilt. 

4. Yea, that it is eſſentially a Faith in God the 
Father, and the Holy Ghoſt. 
5. That it hath in it eſſentially ſomewhat of Ini- 


tial Love to God, to Chriſt, to Recovery, to Glo- | 


ry that iz, of Volition 3 and {ſo of Defire. 

6+ Thar it containeth all that Faith, which is ne- 
cefſarily requiſite at Baptiſm to that Covenant 3 even 
a couſenting-praftical-belief in God the Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghoſt : and # our Chriſtianity it (elf. 

7. That we are jultifhcd by this Fazth, as it is 
| 4 moral Af of Man, adapted to its proper Office, 
made by our Redeemer, the Condition of bis Gift of 
Fuſtification, and ſo is the moral receptive aptitude of 
the Subjef, or the Diſpoſntzo materie vel ſubjefi Re- 
ciprentis] : Where the Matter of it is [| An adapted 
moral Ad of Man| (by Grace). The Ratio formg- 
ls of 1ts Intereſt in our Juſtification 1s | Conditio 
preſtita | ſpeaking politically, and | Aprtitudo wel 
Diſpoſitzo moralis Receptiva | (peaking logically 3 
which Dr. Twiſs (till calleth Cauſa diſpoſitivas 
8. That Repentance as it is a change of the 
Mind from Unbelief to Faith, (in God the Father, 

YO, 
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es and Holy Ghoſt) is this Faith Fd: 
from its Terminus 4 quo (principally). 

9. That we are continually juſtified by this 
Faith as continued, as well as initially Saſtifed by 


its firſt At. 
10. That as this Faith includeth a conſent to fu- 


ture Obedience, (that Is, Subjcedtion) ſo the perfor- 
mance of that conſent in ſincere Obedience, 'is the 
Condition of our Juſtification as continued (Secon= 
darily) as well as Faith (or conſent it ſelf ) Pri. 
marily : And that thus Fames meaneth, that we are 
Juſtified by Works. _ 

11- That God judging of all things truly as 
they are, now judgeth Mex juſt or unjult, on theſe 
Terms. 

12, And his Law being Norms judicit, now ver- 
tually judgeth us juſt on theſe texms. 

13. And that the Law of Grace being that 
which we are to be judged by, we ſhall at the laft 
Judgment alſo be Bis ( nd fo juſtified) thus far 
by or according to our fincere Love, Obedience, 
or Evangelical . Works, as the Condition of the 
Law or Covenant of free Grace,which juſiifieth and 
gloriticth freely all that are thus Evangelically qua- 
lifted, by and for the Merits, perfect Righteouſneſs 
and Sacrifice of Chriſt, which procured the Cove- 
nant or free Gift of Univerſal Conditional Juſtifica- 
tion and Adoption, before and without any Works 
or Conditions. done by Man whatſoever. 

Reader, Forgive me this troubleſom oft repeating 
the ſtate of the Controverſies I meddle with no 
other. If this be Juſtification by Works, I am for 


it, If this DoRor be againſt it, he is againſt much 
M 2 'of 
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of the Goſpel. If he benot, he had better have 
kept his Bed, than to have calld us to Arms in his 
Dream, when we have fadly watred ſo many Ages 
already about mere words. For my part, I think 
that ſach-a ſhort explication of our ſenſe, and re- 
je&ion.of ambignities, 1s fitter to end theſe quar- 
rels, than the long diſputations of Confounders. 

4. But when be ſaith, | Works make not a May 
juſt, and yet we are at laſt juſtified according to 
them ], it 15a contradiction, or unſound, For if 
he mean Yorks in the fence excluded by Paul, we 
arc not juſtified according to them, viz. ſuch as make, 


or are thought to make the Reward to be ot of 


Grace, but of Debe : But if he take JYorks in the 
{ſenſe intended by Fames,fincere Obedience is a ſecon- 
dary conſtitutive part of that inherent or adherent per- 
ſonal Righteouſneſs, required by the Law of Grace, in 
ſubordination to Chriſt's Meritorious Righteouſueſ ; 
And what Chriſtian can deny this ? So far it maketh 
us Righteos, (as Faith doth initially). And what 
is it to be juſtified according to our Works, but to be 
judged, ſo far as they are fincerely done, to be ſuch 
as have performed the ſecondary part of the Condi- 
tions of free-given Life ? 

5. His |. According | but not | exoperibus ] at 
the Laſt Judgment, is but a Logomachie | Accor- 
ding | ſigniftieth as much as I aſſert : But || ex ] 
15 00 Unapt Prepolition, when it is but the ſubor- 
divate part of Righteouſneſs and Juſtification, of 
which we ſpeak, and figniheth (with me) the ſame 
as | According L 

6. His Tropical Phrafe, that | Works pronounce 
ws juſt | is another ambiguity: That the Judg 

will 
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will- prowounce:us Juſt according to them, as the forg- 
ſaid ſecond part. of the Conſtitutive Cauſe, or Matter 
of. our Subordingte Righteouſneſs, is certain from 
Matth. 25. and the ſcope of Scripture : But that 
they are only wotifying Signs, and no part of the 
Cauſe of the day to be tryed, is not true, ,C(which 
too many aſſert), CT 5 


F$. 9. Heproceedeth, [_ If there be an Evanpeli- 
cal Juſtification at God's Bar, diſtin from the Tegal 
one, there will then alſo be in each an abſolution of 
divers fins : For if the Goſpel forgive the ſame fins 
4 the Law, the ſame thing will be-done, and a dou- 
ble Fuſtification will be unprofitable and idle. © If 
from divers fins, then the Law. forbids uot tbe: ſame 
things as the Goſpel, . &c.] 


Anſw. les pitty ſuch things ſhould need any An- 
{were Tn, | | = 
I. It's a falſe Suppoſition, That all. Tuſtsficat ior 
is Abſolution from ſin : To. juſtifie the fincerity.of 
our Faith and Holineſs, is ane aft or part of our 
Juſtification, againl(t all ( poſſible or actual). falle 
Acculſation. —"_ 
2. The Law of Innocency commanded not the 
Believing Acccptance of Chriſt's Righteouſneſs and 
Pardon, and ſo the Remnants of that Lawn. the 
hand of Chriſt ( which is the Precept of perfect 
Obedience de futuro ) commandeth it only, conſe 
quently, ſuppoting the Goſpe|-Promile and Inſtitu- 
tion to have gone before, and fclected this as tne 
terms of Life 3 ſq that asa Law in genere (exiſtent 
only 14 ſfpeciebus) commandeth OQbedience, and the 
Law of Innocency iy fpecie commanded | perſonal 
M3- perfect 


T 786). 
ptrfelt-perpetual Obedience,as the Condition of Life; 0 
| to the Golpel commandeth Faith in our Redeemer, |} | 
as the new Condition of Life : on which ſuppolici- | 
7 On, even the Law of lapſed Nature farther ob- |} | 
peth'us thereto: And as the Commands differ, ol 
FRY Prohibitions. 
There is a certain ſort of fin excepted from par. 
don, by the pardoning Law, viz. Final non-per- 
formance of its Conditions : And to. judg a Man 
not guilty of this fin, is part of our Juſtification, as 
Is aforeſaid. 


F. 10. He addeth, | If Legal and Evangelical 
Ju tification are ſpecie diſtind, 4 fo are the Counts 
in which we are juſtified. — If diftinf and ſubordi- 
nate, and ſo be that is tied by the Law, # juſti- 
fied by the Goſpel, &c. ] 

Anſw. 1. No Man 1s juſtified by the Law of In- 
 nocency or Works, but Chriſt : Did I ever ſay that, 
[ That Law Juſtifieth as 1], who have rolabinodd a 7 
wrote againſt it? If he would have his Reader || p. 
think ſo, his unrightcouſneſs is ſuch as civility for- | C 
bids me to give its proper Epatycts to. If not,againk Þ /t; 
what or whom is all this arguing ? 

2, Tcallirt | Legal] as it is that perfe& Righte- In 
ouſnels of Chriſt our Surety, conform to the Law || of 
of Inhocency 3 by which he was juftihed (though E v! 
not abſolved and pardoned): I callit | pro Legali fþ re 

juſtitia |, becauſe that Law doth not jultifie us «for P, 
it (but Chriſt only ) but by it given us ad effeda | it 
by the New-Covenant 3 we are faved and juttihcd  5S; 
from the Curſe of that Law, or from Damnation, | 01 


as certainly as if we had done it our ſclves; I call Þ <9 
5 Faith 


Ss of 
Faith our Evangelical Righteouſneſs, on the Rea- 
ſons too oft mentioned. Now thefe may be called 
Two Fuſtifications, or ( rather ) two parts of one, 
in ſeveral reſpe&s, as pleafeth the Speaker. And 
2/1 ſach Word-Souldiers ſhall have their liberty 
without my Contradictions. 

3- And when will he prove that theſe two Sorts, 
or Parts, or Acts, may not be at once#tranſadted 
at the ſame Bar? Muſt there needs be oxe Cowrt to 
try whether I am a true Believer, or an Infidel, or 
Hypocrite > and another to judg that being ſuch, I 
am to be juſtifhed againſt all Guilt and Curſe, by 
vertue of Chriſt's Merits and Interceſhon 2 Why 
may not theſe two parts of ove Man's Cauſe be 
judged at the fame Bar ? And why muſt your Pu- 
pils be taught ſo to conceive of ſo great a bulinels,in 
it ſclt fo plain? 


$- 11. He proccedeth, | The Uſe of this Evange- 
lical, Fuſtification is made to be, that we may be made 
partakers of the Legal Fuſtification ont of us, in 
| Chriſt : Azed ſo our Juſtification applyeth auather Fu=- 
ſtification, and our Remiſſion of ſins another. 

An({w, No Sir 3 but our particular ſubordinaze 
ſort of Righteouſneſs, conlifting in the performance 
of the Conditions of the free Gift, (viz. a belie- 
ving ſuitable Acceptance) is really our Diſpoſitto 
recepttva, being the Condition of our Title to that 
Pardz and Glory, which for Chriſt's Righteouſneſs 
it freely given us. And our perſoual Faith and 
Sincerity muſt be juſtified, and we 7# tantum, beforc 
our Right to Chriſt, Pardon and Life can be juſtif- 
d in foro. 
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'2, And to juſtihe us as fincere Believers, when 
others are ea as Hypocrites, and Unbelie- 
vers, and Impenitent, 15 not Pardon of Sin. Theſe 
Matters ſhould have been put into your (excellent) 
Catechiſm, and not made firange, much leſs ob- 
{cured and oppoſed, when laying by the quarrels 
about mere words, I am conhdent you deny none 
of this. 


S. 12. He """Y [ Then Legal Fuſtification is 
nothing but a bare word, ſeeing unapplyed > as to the 
Matter it is nothing, as it is not called Healing by a 
Medicine net applyed nor was it ever heard that one 

Healing did apply another |. 

_  Anſw. Alas, alas, for the poor Church, it this 
be the Academies beſt! forrow muſt excuſe my 
Complaint! If it be an Argument it muſt run 
thus: It Legal (or pro-legal) Righteouſneſs (that 
1s, our part in Chriſt's Righteouſneſs) be none to. 
us (or none of our Juſtification) when not-apply- 
ed, than it is none alſo when it is applyed : But, 
OCs 

Anſw. 1t is none till applyed : Chriſt's Merits, 
or Legal Righteouſneſs juſiifie himſelf, but not us 
till applyed : ( Do you think otherwiſe, or do you 
wrangle againſt your ſelf? ) Butl deny your Con- 
f{equence : How prove you that it is none when ap- 
plyed therefore ? Or the Cure i5 none when the Mec- 
dicine 15 applyed ? 

Mchebh you! lay, That then our Perſonal Righ- 
zeouſneſs, and ſubordinate Fuſtification, 15 ours be- 
fore Chril's Righteouſnels, and ſo the greater de- 
PRs: ON, and followeth the lcfs. 


Anſw. > 
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Anſw. 1. Chriſt's own Righteouſneſs is befoxe 
OUrS. 
kind is before ours. 3. This Gift being Conditio- 
nal, excepteth the non-performance of the Condi- 
tion 3, Andithe nature of a Condition, 1s to ſuſpend 
the effeft of the Donation till performed. 4. There- 
fore the performance goeth before the ſaid Effect, 
and our Title, '5. But it is not therefore any eauſe 
of it, but a removal of the ſuſpenſion 3 nor hath the 
Donation any other dependance on 1t. And'is not 
all this beyond denial with Perſons not ſtudiouſfly 
and learnedly miſled ? | 

But youſay, It was never beard that one Healing 
applyed another. 

Anſw. And ſee you not that this 15 a ls de nomi- 
2e, and of a name of your own introdudion for 
illuſtration? If we, were (playing at a Game: of 
Tropes, I could tell you that the Healing of Mens 
Unbelief is applicatory for the healing of their 
Gmilt ; And the healing of Men's Ignorance, Pride, 
and Wrangling about words, and frightning Men 
into a Conceit that it is about Life and Deaths 1s 
applicatory as to the healing of the Churches 
Wounds and Shame. But I rather*chule to ask 
you, Whether it was never heard that a particular 
ſubordinate perſonal Righteouſneſs ( even Faith and 
Repentance ) was made by God the Condition of 
our Right to Pardon, and Life by Chrilt's Righte- 
ouſneſs? Did you never teach your Sholars this, 
( in what words you thought belt? ) And yet even 
our Faith is a Fruit of Chriſt's Righteouſnels 3 but 
pevertheleſs the Condition of other Frunts. 

It you fay that our Faith or Performance 1s not 


2. His Condition, Pardon: to fallen Man- 


to 
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to be-called Righteouſneſs, I refer you to my An: 
{wer to Mr. Cartwright ; And it the word Righte- 
ox#ſneſ5 be not ofter ( ten to one ) uſed in Scripture 
tor ſomewhat Perſonal, than for Chriſt's Righte. 
ouſnels imputed, then think that you have ſaid 
ſomething. 

It you ſay, But it juftifieth not as a Righteouſneſs, 
but as an Inſtrument. T Anſwer. 1. I have ſaid 
ellewhere ſo much of its Infirumentalicy, that 1 
am aſhamed to repeat it. 2. It jwſtifieth not at all, 
(for that fignifieth efficiency) 3 but only maketh us 
capable Recipients 3. Ie are juſtified by it as a 
medium, and that is a Condition performed ( as 
atorelaid ) : And when that Condition by a Law 
15 made both a Duty and a Condition of Life, the 
performance 1s by neceſſary reſultancy | a Riehte- 
ouſneſs |, But we are not juſiified by it, as it is a 
Reghteonſneſs in genere; nor as a mere moral Virtue 
or Obedience to the Law of Nature; but as it is 
the performance of the Condition of the Law of 
Grace > and ſo as it is this particular Righteouſneſs, 
- and no other. 


S. 13- | In Legal Juſtification ( ſaith he ) ta- 
ken preciſely, eather there » Remiſſion of ſin, or not : 
If not, What Juſtification is that * If yea, then 
Evangelical Fuſtification is not neceſſary to the appli- 
cation of it > becauſe the Application u ſuppoſed, 8&c. | 


Anſw, 1. What I uſually call | Evangelical 
Righteouſneſs | he ſuppoſeth me to call Juſtificati- 
ox 3 which yet is truc, and ſound, but {uch as 1 


betore explained. 
2, T his 


_——rllcoime 
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2. This is but the ſame again, and needeth no 
new anſwer 3; The performance of the Condition is 
ſtrangely here ſuppoſed to follow the Right or Be- 
nefit of the Gift or Covenant : If he would have 
the Reader think I ſaid ſo, he may as ingeniouſly 
tell,that I deny all Juſtification : If not, what mean+ 
eth he ? 


CHAP. VI. 


Dr. Tullies @narrel about Imputation of 
Chriſt's Righteouſneſs, conſidered. 


&. 1. Ap. 8. pag. 79+ he faith, | Becauſe no 
Man out of Socinus School, hath by his 
Dicates more ſharply exagitated this Imputation of 
Righteouſneſs, than the Author of the Aphoriſms 3 
and it is in all mens hands, we think meet to brin 
into a clearer Light, the things objefted by him (or 
more truly his Sopbiſtical Cavils) whence the fitter 
Profpett may be taken of almoſt the whole Contro- 
verſte 1. | 

EY That the Reader may ſee by what Weas 
pons Theological Warriours wound the Churches 
Peace, and profligate brotherly Love 3 let him con- 
fider how many palpable Untruths are 1n thele few 
Lines, even in matter of Fact. 

1. Let him read Dr. Gell, Mr. Thorndike, and 


by his own confeſſion, the Papiſts ( a multitude of 
them ) 


m_ T 6 conn 
them ) andtell me true, =— [ No Man out of Soc 
cinus School hath, &&c.] To ſay nothing of many 
late Writings near us. 

2. If I have, 1. never written one word againſt 
[ Imputation of Righteenſurſs ] there or elſewhere; 
2. Yea, have oft written toritz 3. And if thoſe 
very Pages be for it which he accuſcth ; 4. Yea, if 
ed and elſewhere I write more for'it than Olevs- 

» an, Urſfine, Pareaus, Scultetus, Wendeline, Piſcator, 
and all the reſt of thoſe great Divines, who are for 
the Imputation only of the Paſſive Rightcouſnels of 
Chriſt, when I profeſs there and often, to concur 
with Mr. Bradſhaw, Grotivs, and others that take 
in the Active allo, yea and the Habitual, yea and 
Divine refpe&ively, as advancing the Merits of the 
Humane 3 If all this þ} notoriouſly true, what 
Epithets will you give to 1 © Ac:demical Doctors 
notorious Untruth ? 

When that Book of Ap! or;f;ze was {uſpended 
or retracted between twenty and thirty years ago. 
( publickly ), becauſe of many crude Paſſages and! 
unapt Words, and many Books fince written by 
me purpoſely, fully opening my mind of the Sk 
things 3 all which he paſſeth wholly by, ſave a late 
Epiltle : > what credit is to be given to that Man's 
ingenuity, who pretendeth that this being in all 
mens hands, the anſwering it will ſo far clear all 
the Controverlic, 


$. 2. Dr. T. | He hence afſaulteth the Sentence of 
_ the Reformed becauſe it ſuppoſeth, as he ſaith, that 
ee were 71 Chriſt, at leaſt, legally before we believed, 


or were born. But what proof of the conſequence dub 
he 


( 


"773 ) 
he bring * | ( Thereſt are but his Reaſons againſt 
the Conſequences, and his talk againſt me , as 
pouring out Oracles, GCec. ) 

Anſw. 1. 1s this the mode of our preſent Aca- 
demieal Diſputers, To paſs by the ſtating of the 
Controverſie, yea, to filence the Rate of it, as laid 
down by the Author, whom he oppoſeth in that ve- 
ry place, (and more fully elſewhere often) ? Reader, 
the Author of the Aphoriſms, pag. 45. and for- 
ward, diſtinguiſhing as Mr. Bradſhaw doth, of the 
ſeveral ſenſes of Imputation, and how: Chriſt's 
Righteouſneſs 1s made ours,- 1, Beginneth with 
their Op!.1iou, who hold, | That Chriſt did ſo obey 
in our ſtead, as that in God s eFeem, and in point of 
Law we were in Chriſt dyi:'” an1 ſuffering, and ſo int 
him we did both perfefly t::j1! *- (Commands of the 
Law by 0:duc; 52, ant! the Threatnings of it by bear- 
ing the Penalty, un thus ( ſay they ) is Chriſt's 
Kighteonſneſs imputed.ts ws, vit. His Paſſive Righ-» 
JW tconſneſs for the pardon of our fins, and deliverance 
WT from the Penalty ; His Afiive Righteouſneſs for the 

making of us Righteons, and giving us title to the 

Kingdom And ſome ſay the Habitual Righteouſneſs 

of his Humane Natare, inſtead of our own Habitual 

Righteouſneſs 3 Tea, ſome add the Righteouſneſs of 
the Divine Nature |. | 

The ſecond Opinion which he reciteth 1s this, 

| That God the Father accepteth the ſufferings and 

| merits of bis Son, as a valuable conſideration, on which 

he will wholly forgive and \acquit the Offensers, and 

receive them into hu favour, and pive them the addi- 

tion of a more excellent happineſs, ſo they will but re» 
c ive bis Son o#1 the terms expreſſed in the Goſpel, 5 

Anc 


<H I 
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And as diſtin& from theirs, who would thus 
have the Paſſive Righteorſneſs only imputed, he-pro. 
feſſeth himſelf to hold with Bradhaw, Grotz#s, Cc, 
that the Active alſo is ſo imputed, being Fuſtitig 
Merit, as well as Perſone, and cndeavourcth to IN 
rove it : But not imputed in the firſt rigid ſenſe, as il 
3f God clicemed us to have been, and done, and ſuf- i ( 
fered our ſelves in and by Chriſt, and merited by i ( 
him. Thus he ſtates the Controverfiez And doth Wl * 
x 


this Dofor fight for Truth and Peacc, by 1. paſſing 
by all this; 2. Saying, I am againſt Imputed Righ- 


* teouſneſs 3- And againſt the Reformed ? Were |? 


not all the Divines before named Reformed ? Was | * 
not Camero, Capellus, Placeus, Amyrald, Dalew, | /* 
Blondel, &c. Reformed ? Were not Wotton, Brad- EN" 
ſhaw, Gataker, &c. Reformed ? Were not of late {t 
Mr. Gibbons, Mr. Truman, to paſs many yet alive, Þ| 
Reformed ? Mult that Name be ſhamed, by appro- || *® 
priating it to ſuch as this Doctor only ? 


2. And now let the Reader judg, with what 
face he denicth the Conſequence, ( that it ſuppoſeth 
us to bave been in Chriſt legally, &c.) When as I put 
it into the Opinion oppolſcd, and oppolſcd no other. 
But I erred in ſaying, that | woſt of our ordinary 
Divines |} hold it > But he more in fathering it in 
common on the Reformed. 


S. 2. Dr. T. | 2. Such Imputation of Righte- 
ouſreſs, he faith, agreeth not with Reaſon or Scrif- 
zure : But what Reaſon meaneth he ? Is ut that vain, 
biind, maimed; unmeaſurably procacious and tumid 
Keaſon of the Cracouian Philoſophers 8 —— mt 2 

ailtn, 


| 


ſaith, Scripture ts ſilent of the Iniputed Righteouſ- 
neſs of Chriſt ; what a ſaying is this of a Reformed 
Divine 2 ſo alſo Bellarmine, &c- — 

Anſw. 1s it not a doleful cafe that Orthodoxneſs 
muſt be thus defended ? Is this the way of vindica- 
ting Truth ? 1. Reader, my words were theſe, 
( juſt like Bradſhaws) | It teacheth Impatation of 
Chriſt”s Righteouſneſs in ſo ſtrift a ſenſe, as will net- 
ther ſland with Reaſon, nor the Dodrine of the Scrip- 
ture, much leſt withthe PHRASE of Scripture, 
which mentioneth no Imputation of Chriſt or bis Righ- 
tcouſneſs |. 1. Is this a denying of Chriſt's Righ- 
tccouſneſs imputed ? Or only of that intollerable 
ſexſe of it? 2, Dol ſay here that Scripture men- 
tioneth not Imputed Righteouſnel(s, or only that 
lirick ſenſe of it? 3. Dol not expreſly fay, It 
15 the Phraſe that is not to be found in Scripture,and 
the unſound ſenſe, but not the ſound ? 

2. And as to the Phraſe, Doth this Doftor, or 
an any living Man find that Phraſe in Scripture, 
[ Chriſt's Righteouſneſs is imputed to w |? And 
when he knoweth thar it 1s not there, are not his 
Exclamations, and his Bug-bears | Cracovian Rea 
ſon, and Bellarmine | his diſhonour, that hath no | 
better Weapons to uſe againlt the Churches Peace ? 
To tell us that the ſenſe or Doctrine is in Scripture, 
when the queſtion 1s of the Phraſe, or that Scrip- 
fure ſpeaketh in his rigid ſenſe, and ng@t in ours, 1s 
but to loſe-time, and abuſe the Reader, the hrit be- 
| Wing impertinent, and the fecond the begging of the 

Qucſtion, 
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in Chritt, that is called Abraham's Reputcd Righte] Ele 


(176) 
Q. Z« Dr. T. The Greek word anſwering 10 Ins 


putation, 4 ten times in ROM. 4. And what 1 11MPu- 
ted but Righteouſneſi ? we have then ſome imputed 
Righteouſneſs. The Dmneſtion is, only what or whoſe 
it sy Chriſt's or our own ? Not ours, therefore Chriſts : 
IF onrs, either its the Righteouſneſs of Works, or of ll « 
Faith, &c. 

Anſw. 1. But what's all this to the Phraſe? 
Could you have found that Phraſe | Chriſt's Righ- 
zeouſneſs 5 imputed |, why did you not recite the 
words, but Reaſon as for the ſenſe ? 

2. Is that your way of Diſputation, to prove 
that the Text ſpeaketh of the Imputation of Chriſt's 
Righteouſneſs, when the. Queſtion was only, Tt 
what ſenſe ? What kind of Readers do you expe, 
that ſhall take this for rational, candid, and a Plea »r 
for Truth ? | he 

3. But to a Man that cometh unprejudiced, it is (+ 
molt plain, that Pax! meancth by | imputing it for as 
Righteouſneſs | that the Perſon was or 1s, accounted, it”. 
reckmed, or judged Righteous, where Righteouſ- iſ th, 
eſs is mentioned as the formal Relation of the Ec-if| teo; 
liever : ſo that what-ever be th2 matter of it ( of 
which next ) the formal Relation ſure is our own, 
and ſo here ſaid: And if it be trom the matter of 
Chritt's Rightecuſneſs, yet that mult be owr owe, 
by your Opinion. And it mult be o4r own, in and 
zo the proper Effeqs, in mine. But ſure it 15 not Q 
the ſme numerical tormal Relation of | Righteouſ- nec 
eſs | that is in Chrilt's Perſon, and 7x ours: And] teoy 
it's that fornial Relation, as in Abraham, and not in 


oulnckh the 


177) 


| oufacſe; in the Text : 
contrary. 


C. 4- Dr. T. - 5 But F abi is mot imputed to ws for 


Righteouſneſs. 

Auſw. Expreſly againſt the words of the Holy 
Ghoſt there oft repeated. Is this defending - 94 
Scripture: expreſly to deny it? Should hot reve- 
rence, and our ſubſcription to the Scripture ſufficiz 
ently rather teach us to diſtinguiſh, and tell: in 
what ſenſe it ® imputed, and in what not, than thus 
to deny, without- diſtintion, what it doth ſo oft 
aſſert ? Yea, the Text nameth nothing elſe as 'ſo im- 
puted, but Faith. 


g. 5. Tf; it be imputed, it is eli as ſome Vidtue; 
or Humane Work, ( the Td Credere ) or as it appre> 


bendeth and applyeth Chriſt's Righteouſneſs ? Not 


(the firſt.) — If Faith be imputed relatively only, 
« it applyeth to a Sinner the Righteouſueſs of . Chriſt, 
it's manifeſt that it's the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt only 
that # imputed, and that Faith doth no more to Righ- 
teouſneſs, than an empty band to receive an Alms. 
Anſw. 1. Sure it doth as a voluntarily receiving 
hand, and not as a mere empty hand, And volun- 
tary grateful. Reception may be the Condition of 
a.G1 
; 6: You and [ ſhall ſhortly Gnd that it will be the 
Queſtion on'which we ſhall be Juſiified or Condem- 
ned 3 not only whether we received Chriſt's Righ- 
tcouſneſs, but whether by Faith we received Chriſt 
in all the Eſſentials of his Ofhce, and to all the 
eſſential ſaving Uſes : Yea, whether according to 
the ſenſe of the Baptiſmal Covenant, we firſt be- 
| N lievingly 


I ſcarce _—_ you will ay the 
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. hevingſy received,and gave up our ſclves to God the | 
Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, and after performed 


ſincerely that Covenant. 
3. But let me'defend the Word of God : Faith 


is umputed for Righteouſneſs, even this Faith now 
deſcribed, 1- Remotely, ex materie aptitudine, tor 
its fiencſs to its formal Office 3 And that fitneſs is, 
1. Becauſe it is an Aft of Obedience to God, Or mo- 
rally good, (for a bad or indifferent AG doth not ju- 
ſifte). 2, More ſpecially as it 1s the receiving, 
rrufting, and giving up oxr ſelves to God the Father, 
Son, - and Holy Ghoſt, to the proper ends of Re- 
demption, or a ſuitable Reception of the freely 
offered Giftz and ſo connoteth Chrift the Obje& 
( for the Object is eſſential to the ACt 7# ſpecte ), 
2. But proximately Faith is ſo reputed, or imputed, 
as it is the performance of the Condition of the Juſii 
tying Covenant or Donation. 

And to be impated for Righteouſneſs, includeth, 
That | I: 4 the part required of us by the Law of 
Grace, to make #s partakers of the Benefits of Cbriſt's 
Righteowſneſs, which meriteth Salvation for us in- 
ftead of a legal and perfet Righteouſneſs of our own, 
( which we have not ). Or, | Whereas we fell ſhort 
of a Righteouſneſs of Innocency, Chriſt by ſuch q 
Righteouſneſs bath merited our Pardon and Salvation, 
and given tile to them by a New Covenant of Grace, 
which maketh ths Faith the Condition of our Title 5 
and if we do ths, we ſhall be judged evangelically 
Righteous that is, ſuch as have done all that was ne- 
ceſſary to their right in Chriſt and the ſaid Benefits, 
and therefore have ſuch a Right |. 

This 1s plain Engliſh, and plain Truth, wrangle 
n9 more againſt it, and againft the very Letter of 
the 


the Text, and againſt your Brethren and the 
Churches Concord, by making Men believe that 
there are grievous Differences, where there are 
none. 


Reader, I was going onto Anſwer the reſt, but. 


my time is ſhort, Death is at the door : Thou ſceſt 
what kind of Work I have of it, even to detect a 
Learned Man's Overfights, and temerarious Accu- 
ſations. The wearine(s will be more to thee and 
me, than the profit : I find little before, but what 
I have before anſwered here, and oft elſewhere z 
And therefore I will here take up; only adding one 
Chapter of Defence of that Conciliation which I 
attempted in an Epiſfile to Mr. W. d4llens Book of 
the Two Covenants, and this DoQtor, like an Ene-= 
my of Peace, aſlaulteth. 


qe nat _———_————_ 
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CHAP. VIII: 


- The Concord of Proteſtants in the Matter of 
Tuſtification defended, againſt Dr. Tul- 
lies Oppoſations, who would make Dif- 
cord under pretence of proving if, 


& 1. JF 7 Hile Truth is pretended by moſt, that 

: by envious ſtriving introduce Confuſion, 
and every evil York, it uſually falleth out by God's 
juſt Judgment, that ſuch are almoſt as oppoſite to 
Truth, as to Charity and Peace. What more palpa- 
ble inſtances can there be, than ſuch as on ſuch ac- 
counts have lately aflaulted me ; Mr. Danvers, 
Mr. Bagſhaw, &c. and now this Learned Doctor. 
The very ſtream of all his Oppoſition againſt me 
about Imputation, is enforced by this oft repeated 
Forgery, that I deny all Imputation of Chriſt's Righ- 
zeouſneſs : Yea, he neither by fear, modeſty, or in- 
genuity, was reſtrained from writing, pag- 117. 
[ Omnem ludibrio habet Imputationem | | He deri- 
deth all Impatation |. Judg by this what credit con- 
tentious Men dcſerve. 2 


8. 2. The conciliatory Propoſitions which I 
laid down in an Epiſtle to Mr. J. Allens Pook, I 
will here tranſcribe, that the Reader may ſee what 
it 15 that thele Militant Doctors war againſt, 

Left | | 
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Left any who. know not how to ſtop 1 mediocrity, 
ſhould be tempted by Socinians or Papiſts, to think 
that we countenance any of their Errors, or. that 
our Differences in the point of: Juſtihcation by Faith 
or Works, are greater than :indeed they are; and 
leſt any weak Opinionative Perſons, ſhould clamoux 
unpeaceably againſt their Brethren, and think to 
raiſe a name to themſelves for their differing Noti- 
ons3 I ſhall here give the Reader ſuch evidences of 
our real Concord, as ſhall filence that Calumny. 

Though ſome few Lutherans did, upon peeviſh 
{uſpiciouſnels againſt George Major long ago, aflert, 
That | Good Works are not neceſſary to Salvati- 
on |: And though ſome few good Men, whoſe 
Zcal without Judgment doth better ſerve their own 
turn than the Churches, are jealous, leſt all the 
good that is aſcribed to Man, be a diſhonour to 
God 5 and therefore ſpeak as if God were honoured 
moſt by ſaying the worſt words of our ſelves 3 and 
many have uncomely and 1rregular Notions about 
theſe Matters : And though ſome that are addicted 
to fidings, do take it to be their Godly Zeal to cen- 
ſure and reproach the more underſtanding fort, 
when they moſt groſly err themſelves : And though 
'too many of the People are carried about through 
injudiciouſneſs and temptations to falſe Doctrines 
and evil Lives 3 yet'1s the Argument of Proteſtants 
thus manifeſted. To 

I. They all aftrm that Chriſt's Sacrihce, with 
his Holineſs and perf<& Obedience, are the merito- 
rious Cauſe of the forgiving Covenants, and of 
our Pardon and Juſtification thereby, and of our 
Right to Life Eternal, which it giveth us. And 
that this Price was not paid or given 1n 2t felt im- 
N 3 mcdiatcly 


|! ( 182 ) : 
mediately to ns, but to God for us 3 and ſo,that oux 
foreſaid Benefits are its Effects. 

2. They agree that Chriſt's Perſon and ours were 
not really the ſame 3 and therefore that the ſame 
Righteouſneſs, which is an Accident of one, can- 
not poſſibly be an Accident of the other. 

3. They all deteſt the Conceit, that God ſhould 
aver, and repute a Man to have done that which he 
never did. 

4» They all agree that Chriſt's Sacrifice and Mes- 
Tits are really fo effectual to procure our Pardon, 
Juſtification, Adoption, and right to the ſealing 
Gift of the Holy Ghoſt, and to Glory, upon our 
Faith and Repentance 3 that God giveth us all theſe 
benefits of the New-Covenant as certainly for the 
fake of Chriſt and his Righteouſneſs, as if we had 
fatished him, and merited them our ſclves : and 
that thus far Chriſt's Righteouſneſs is ours in its 
Effects, and imputed to us, in that we are thus 
uſed for it, and ſhall be judged accordingly. 

5. They all agree, that we are juſtified by none, 
but a practical or working Faith. 

6. And that this Faith is the Condition of the 
Promiſe, or Gift of Juſtihcation and Adoption. 


7. And that Repentance is a Condition alſo, 


though ( as it is not the ſame with Faith, as Repen- 
tance of Unbelief is) on another aptitudinal ac- 
count 3 even as a willingneſs to be cured, and a 
willingneſs to take one for my Phyſician, and to 
trutt him in the uſe of his Remedies, are on ſeve- 
ral accounts the Conditions en which that Phyfici- 
an will undertake the Cure, or as willingnets to rc- 
turn to ſubjeion and thankful acceptance of a 
purchaſed Pardon, and of the Purchaſcrs a” and 

| fturc 
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future Authority, are the Conditions of a Rebel's 
Pardon. 

8. And they all agree, that in the firſt inſtant of 
a Man's Converſion or Believing, he is entred into 
a ſtate of Juſtification, before he hath done any 
outward Works : and that fo it is true, that good 
Works follow the Juftihed, and go not before his 
Initial Juſtification : as alſo in the ſenſe that Auſtin 
ſpake it, who took Jultification, for that which! we 
call Sanctification or Converſion. 

9. And they all agree, that Juſtifying Faith is 
ſuch a receiving afhance, as is both in the Intellect 
and the Will ; and therefore as in the Will, parti- 
cipateth of ſome kind of Love to the juſtifying Ob- 
jk, as well as to Juſtification. 

10. And that no Man can chuſe os ufe Chriſt as 
a Means ( ſo called, in reſpect to his own intenti- 
on )) to bring him to God the Father, who hath not 
ſo much love to God, as to take him for his end in 
the uſe of that means, 

11. And they agree, that we ſhall be all judged 
according to our Works, by the Rule of the Cove+ 
nant of Grace, though not for our Works, by way 
of commutative, or legal proper merit. And Judg- 
ing is the Genus, whoſe Species 15 Juſtifying and 
Condemning : and to be judged according to our 
Works, is nothing but to be jultified or condemned 
according to them. — | 

12, They all agree, that no Man can poſlibly 
merit of God in point of Commutrative Juſtice, nor 
yet in point of Diftributive or Goveruing Jultice, 
according to the Law of Nature or Innocency, as 
Adam might have done, not by the Works ot the 
Moſaical Law. 

EE © 13, They 


( 184 ) 
13. Theyall agree, that no Works of Mans are 
' tobe truſted in, or pleaded, but all excluded, and 
the Conceit of them abhorred. 

' I» As they are feigned to be againſt, or inſtead of 
the free Mercy of God. 

- 2, As they are again, or feigned, inſtead of the 
Sacrifice, Obedience, Mcrit, Or Interceflion of 
Chriſt. 

3. Oras ſuppoſed to be done of our ſelves, with- 
out the Grace of the Holy Ghoſt. 

4. Oras ſuppoſed rally to be perfect. 

- 5. Or as ſuppoſed to have any of the atore-diſ- 
claimed Merit. 

6. Or as materially conſiſting in Moſaical Obſcr- 
VAances. 

7, Much more in any ſuperſtitious Inventt- 
ONS. 

8. Orin any Evil miſtaken to be Good. 

9. Or as any way inconfiftent with the Tenor of 
the freely pardoning Covenant. In all theſe ſenſes 
Juſtification by Works 1s diſclaimed by all Prote- 
Fs at leaſt. 

. Yet all agree, that we are created to good 
Works in Chriſt Jeſus, which God hath ordained, 
that we ſhould walk therein 3 and that he; that 
nameth the Name of Chrift, muſt depart from inl- 
quity, or elſe he hath not the Seal of God ; and 
that he that is born of God finneth not 3 that IS, 
predominantly. '' And that all Chrilt's Members 
are Holy, Purihed, zealous of Good Works, clean- 
ling themſelves from all filthineſs of Fleſh and Spi- 
rit, that they might perfe& Holineſs in God's fear, 
doing good to all Men, as loving their Neighbours 


25 F ehemiſlves 3 > and that if any Man have not the 
| Sancti® 


185). 
canRifying Spirit of ChriRi, he is none of his, nox 
without Holineſs can ſee God. 

I5. They all judg reverently and charitably of 
the Ancients, that uſed the word | Merit of Good 
Works |, becauſe they meant but a moral aptitude 
for the promiſed Reward, according to the Law of 
Grace through Chriſt. 

16. They confcls the thing thus deſcribed them< 
{clves, Vit they like not the. name of Merit, 
leſt it ſhould countenance proud and carnal Con- 
CCItS. 

17. They judg no > Man to be Heretical for the 
bare uſe of that word, who agreeth with them in 
the tenſe. 

13. In this ſenſe they agree, that our Goſpel- 
Obedience 1s ſuch a neceſſary aptitude to our Glori- 
hcation, as that Glory ( though a free Gift ) is yet 
truly a reward of this Obedience. 
| 19. And they agrce,that our final Juſtification by 
Sentence at the Day of Judgment doth paſs upon 
the ſame Cauſes, Reaſons, and Conditions, as our 
Glorification doth. 

20. They all agrec, that all faithful Miniſters 
muſt bend the labour of their Miniſtry in publick 
and private, for promoting of Holineſs and good 
Works, and that they muſt difference by Diſcipline 
between the Obedient and the Diſobedient. "And 
O ! that the Papiſts would as zealouſly promote 
Holineſs and good Works in the World, as the true 
{crious Proteſtants do, whom they faciouſly and 
peeviſhly accuſe as Enemies to them 3 and that the 
Opinion, Diſputing, and name of good Works, 

did not cheat many wicked Perſons into ſelt-flattery 
ang Perdition, while they are vo'd of that ky 
they 
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they diſpute for. Then would not the Mahomes- 


tans and Heathens be deterred from Chriſiiani- 


ty by the wickedneſs of theſe nominal Chriſtians, 
that are near them : nor would the ſerious practice 


of that Chriſtianity, which themſelves in general 
proteſs, be hated, ſcorned, and perſecuted by fo 
many, both Proteſtants and Papifts 3 nor would fo 
many contend that they are of the True Religion, 
while they are really of no Religion at all any 
further, than the Hypocrites Picture and Carcal 
may be called Religion : Were Men but reſolvea 
to be {erions Learners, ſerious Lovers, ſerious Pra- 
Qiſcrs according to their knowledg, and did not 
live like mockers of God, and ſuch as look toward 
the Life to come in jeſt, or unbelicf, God would 
vouchſafe them better acquaintance with the True 
Religion than moſt Men have. 


Y. 3. One wonld think now that this ſhould 
meet with no ſharp Oppoſition, from any Learned 
lover of Peace; and that it ſhould anſwer for it 
ſelf, and need no defence. But this Learned Man 
forall that, among the reſt of his Military Ex- 
ploits, muſt here find ſome Matter for a Tri- 
umph. 

And 1. Pag. 18. he aſſaulteth the third Propof. 
{ They all deteſt the Conceit, that God ſhould aver, 
and repute a Man to have done that which he never 
did }. 

And 1s not this true? Do any ſober Men deny 
!t, and charge God with Error or Untruth ? Will 
not this Man of Truth and Peace, give us leave 
tO be thus far agreed, when we are ſo indeed ? 


But 
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But faith he, | Yea, the Orthodox abhoy thi tous 
trary, if | to have done it | be taken in ſenſu forenfi, 
(for in a Phyſical and Perſonal, they abhor it not, bue 
deride it) : Doth the Aphoriſt abhor theſe and ſuch- 
like ſayings, | We are dead, buried, riſen from the 

Dead with Chriſt ? | 
Anſw. 1. Take notice Reader, that it 1s bat the 
Words, and not the Matter that he here affaulteth 3 
ſo that all here feemeth but /z de nomine. He be- 
fore, pag. 84. extolleth Chryſojtom for thus ex- 
pounding, | He made him fin for us |, that is, to 
be condemned 4s au Offender, and to die as a Blaſphe- 
mer. And this ſenſe of Imputation we all admit 
( But Chryſoſtom 1n that place oft telleth us, That by 
LD ] he meaneth both one counted a wicked Man 
y his Perſecutors, | not by God |] and one that 
(uffered that curſed Death, which was due to wicked 
curſed Men : And which of us deny not Jultifica- 
tion by Works as Chryſoſtom doth ? I ſubſcribe to 
his words, | It # God's Righteouſneſs 3 ſecing it is 
wot of Works (for in them it were neceſſary that there 
be found no blot ) but of Grace, which blotteth out and 
extingniſheth all ſy; And this begetteth us a double 
benefit, for it ſuffereth us not to be lift up in mind, be- 
cauſe it is all the Gift of God, and it ſheweth the 
greatneſs of the benefit ]. This 1s as apt an Expre(- 
tion of my Judgment of Forks and Grace as I 
could chuſe. Burt it's given to {ome Men to extol 
that in one Man, which they fervently revile 
| Inothers. How frequently 1s Chryſoſtom by many 
accuſed as favouring Free-Will, and Man's Merits, 
and {melling of Pclagianiſm ? And he that is ac- 
quainted with Chryſoftoſ, mult know, That he 10- 
cludeth all theſe things wn Juſtification, 1. —_— 
| , 19N 
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(-188 )) 
ſion of the Sin, as to the Puniſhment. 2, Remiſ. 
ox of it by Mortification, ( for ſo he calleth it, in 
Rom. 3. þp. (mihi) 63.) 3- Right to Life freely 
given tor Chriſt's ſake. 4. And Inherent Righte- 
ouſueſs through Faith : And he oft ſaith, That this 
1s called the Righteouſneſs of God, becauſe as God,why 
# living, quickeneth the dead, and as he that is ſtrong 
giveth ſtrength to the weak > ſo be that is Righteow, 
doth ſuddenly make them Righteous that were lapſed 
Znto ſin |, as he there alſo ſpeaketh. And he oft 


tells us, It is Faith it ſelf, and not only Chriſt be. 


Jieved in, that 15 imputed for Righteouſneſs, or Ju. 
Nifeth: Andin Rom. 4. p. 80. he calleth the Re- 
ward, | the Retribution of Faith |. And pag. 8g, 
he thus conjoyneth | Faith and Chriſt's Death | to 
the Queſtion, How Mex obnoxious to ſo much (11 are 
juſtified, | he ſheweth that he blotted out all fin, that 
be might confirm what he ſaid, both from the Faith 
of Abraham by which he was juſtified, and from our 
S aviours Death, by wbich we are delivered from ſi |, 
But this 15 on the by. 

2. But faith Dr. T. The Orthodox abhor the cox- 
erary in ſenſu forent!. 

 Auſw. How ealte is it to challenge the Titles of 
Orthodox, Wiſe, or good Men to ones ſelf? And 
who is not Orthodox, himſclt being Judg ? But it 
{ecems with him, no Man mult paſs tor Orthodox 
that is not in ſo groſs an error of his Mind, ( if 
tacſe words, and not many better that are contrary 
muſt be the diſcovery of it ) viz. That will not 
fy, that i» ſenſu foreaſi, God eſteemeth Men to have 
done that which they never did. The beſt you can 
make of this is, that you cover the ſame ſenſe, 
which I plainlier expreſs, with this illfavoured 
39 | Phraſe 


TO” "OE NY 
Phraſe of Man's inventing: But if indeed yori 
mean any more than I by your ſenſus forenſis, viz. 
that ſuch a ſuffering and weriting for us may, in the 
hx improper way of ſome Lawyers ſpeaking, be 
called, | Orr own Doing, Meriting, Suffering, &c. | 
| have proved, that the Do&rine denied by me,ſub- 
yerteth the Goſpel of Chriſt. 

Reader, I remember what Grotius ( then Ortho- 
dox, thirty years before his Death ) in that excel- 
tent Letter of Church-Orders, Predefiination, Per- 
ſeverance, and Magiſtrates, animadverting on 
Molinews, faith, How great an injury thoſe Divines, 
who turn the Chriſtian Dodrine into unintelligible 
Notions and Controverſies, do to Chriſtian Magi- 
flrates > becauſe it is the duty of Magiſtrates to 
diſcern and preſerve neceſſary ſound Do@trine, which 
theſe Men would make them unable to diſtern. The 
(ame I muſt ſay of their injury to all Chriſtians, 
becauſe all ſhould hold faft that which is proved 
True and Good, which this fort of Men would dif- 
able them to diſcern. We juſtly blame the Papifts 
for locking up the Scripture, and performing their 
Worſhip in an unknown Tongue. And alas, what 
abundance of well-meaning Divines do the ſame 
thing by undigeſted Terms and Notions, and unin- 
telligible Diſtinct1ons, not adapted to the Matter, 
but cuſtomarily uſed from ſome Perſons reverenced 
by them that led the way? It 1s fo in their Tra- 
Ctates, both of Theology and other Sciences 3 and 
the great and uſeful Rule, Verha Rebus aptanda 
ſant, is laid aſide : or rather, Men that underſtand 
not Matter, are hke enough to be little skiltul in 
the expreſſing of it: And as Mr. Pemble ſaith, A 
cloudy unintelligible ſtile, uſually fi2nificth a _ 

| QY 


dy unintelligent We that ſenſe): And az 
Mr. F. Humfrey tells Df. Fullwood,. ( in his unan: 
ſwerable late Plea tor the Conformiſts againſt the 
charge of Schiſm ) pag. 29. | So overly are men or. 
dinarily wont to ſpeak, at the firſt ſight, againſt that 
which others have long thought upon |; that ſome 
Men think, that the very jingle of a diſtin&ion not 
underiiood is warrant enough for their reproach- 
ing that Dodrine as dangerous and unſound, which 
bath coſt another perhaps twenty times as many 
hard ſtudies, as the Reproachers ever beſtowed on 
that Subject. 
To deliver thee from thoſe Learned Obſcurities, þ 
read but the Scripture impartially, without theit 
| Spectacles and il]-deviſed Notions, and all the Do- 
&rine of Jultihcation that 1s neceflary, will be plain 
to thee: And I will venture again to fly ſo far 
from flattering thoſe, called Learned Men, who ex- 
ped it, as to profeſs that IT am perſwaded the com- 
mon ſort of honeſt unlearned Chriſtians, ( even ill _ 
Plowmen and Women ) do better underſtand the bi 
Doctrine of Juliihcation, than many great Diſpu- 
rers will ſuffer themſctlves or others to underſtand it, (- 
by reaſon of their foreſtalling 1ll-made Notions: 
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theſe unlearned Perſons commonly conceive, i. T hat th 
Chriſt jn his own Perſon, as a Mediator, did by his 
( 


perfe& Righteouſneſs and Suffterings, merit for us 
the free pardon of all our fins, and the Gift of his | ©! 
Spirit and Lite Eternal, and hath promiſed Pardon 
to all that are Penitent Believers, and Heaven to all 
that ſo continue, and fincerely obey him to the 
end and that all our after-failings, as well as out 
former tins. are freely pardoned by the Sacrifice, 


Merits, ard Interceffion of Chriſt, who alſo giveth 
ns 


us his Grace for the performance of his unpoſed 
Conditions, and will judg us, as we have or have 
not performed them ]. Believe but this plain Do- 
&rine, and you have a righter underſtanding of 
| Juſtification, than many would let you quietly en» 
joy, who tell you, | That Faith 1s not imputed for 
Righteouſneſs ; that it juſtifheth you only as an In- 
ſtrumental Cauſe, and only as it is the reception of 
Chriſt's Righteouſneſs, and that no other Act of 
Faith is juſtifying, and that God eſteemeth us to 
have been perfe&tly Holy and Righteous, and ful- 
filled all the Law, and died for our own fins, 1n or 
by Chriſt, and that he was politically the very Pex- 
on of every Believing Sinner | > with more fuch 
IKCs | 
And as to this diſtin&ion which this Doctor will 
make a Teſt of the Orthodox, ( that is, Men of 
of his Size and Judgment ) you need but this plain 
explication of. it. 

I. In Law-ſenſe, a Man is iruly and fitly ſaid - 
bimſelf to have done that, which the Law or hy Con- 
trad alloweth bim to do either by himſelf or another 3 
( as todo ar, Office, or pay a Debt by a Subſtitute or 
Vicar ), For fo I do it by my Inlirument, and 
the Law is fulfilled and not broken by me, becauſe 
I was at liberty which way todo it. In this ſenſe 
I deny that we ever fulfilled allthe Law by Chriſt 3 
and that fo to hold fubverts all Religion as a per- 
nictous Herehie. ; 

2. Butina tropical improper ſenſe, he may be 
laid to | be eſteemed of God to have done what Chriſt 
did; who ſhall have the benefits of Pardon, Grace, 
and Glory thereby merited, in the manner and mea- 
ſure given by the free Mediator, as-certainly as if ” 
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: W done it bimſelf wy "4p this improper ſenſe we 
agree to the Matter, bur are ſorry that improper 
words ſhould be uſed as a ſnare againſt ſound Do. 
&rine, and the Churches Love and';Concord. And 


yet muſt we not be allowed Peace ? 


&. 4. But my free Speech here maketh me re. 
member how ſharply the Doctor expounded and 
applyed one word in the retrated Aphoriſms : [ 
ſaid (not of the Mer, but of the wrong Opinton op- 
poſed by me) | Ir fondly ſuppoſeth a Medinm be- 
twixt oxe that is juſt, and one that is no ſinner] one 
that hath bis in or guilt taken away, and one that 
bath his unrighteouſneſs taken away : It's true iy 
bruits and inſenſibles that are not ſubjects capable if 
Fuſtice, there is, &'c. There is a Negative Injuſtict 
which denominateth the Subje& non-juſtum, but nt 
injuſtum, where Righteomſneſs is not due, But where 
there is the debitum habendi, zts privative. The 
DoQtor learnedly tranſlateth firſt the word | fond- 
ly |] by [ ftolide } ; and next he (fondly, though 
not Rig ) would perſwade the Reader, that itis lf 
ſaid of the Men, though himſelf tranſlate it | Do- 
Elrina |. 
And next he bloweth his Trumpet to the War, fl : 
- with this TPO, | Stolide ! O voci mollitiem, 
& modeſtiam ! O ſtolidos Ecclefie Reformate Cla- 
riſimos Herogs ! Aut ignoravit certe , aut ſcire ſe 
diſimulat, ( quod affine eſt calumuise ) quid z/t Fee 
ant, quos loquitur, ſtolidi Theologt |. 
Anſw. 1- How blind are "a in their own 
Cauſe? Why did not Conſcience at the naming of 
Ealumnie fay, | I am now committing it ? | It were 


Þeecer write in Engliſh, if Latin tranſlations mult N t 
needs 
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ie be ſo ff! we + te the cok *: ima in \ du - 
© Country,in another ſenſe than [ Fooliſh] ; with us it 4 
> I Genificth any byaſſed Inclination, which beyond © 
dM reaſon propendeth to one {ide : and ſo we ule to > fa; 
That Women are fond of their Children, or of any 
thing ever-loved : But perhaps he can uſe his Konkels 
to gather by conſequences the Title of the Perſon, 
from the Title of his Opinion, and to gather | foo- 
lifply } by conſequence out of | fondly]. To all 
which I can but anſwer, That it he had made him= 
ſelf the. Trayſlator of my Words, and the Judg of 
my Opinions it this be his beſt, he ſhould not be (£1 
choſen as ſuch by me.But it may be he turned to Ri 1 
ders Difiogary, & tound there| fondly,vide fooliſhly - 08: : 5 

2, The Stolidi Theologi then is his own phraſe ! 
And in my Opinion,another Mans Pen might berter 
1} I have called the Men of his own Opinion | Eeccleſie 
tl Reformate clariſſimos Herous| compared with others! 
I take Gataker, Bradſhaw, Wotton, Camero, and his 
followers 3 Urſine, Olevian, Piſcator, Parews, Wen- 
deline, and multitudes ſuch, to be as fatnous Heroes 
as himſelt : But this alſo on the by. 

$. 5. But I muſt tell him whether I abhor the 
Scripture Phraſe, [ We are dead, buried, and riſen 
with Chriſt |. 
\ I anſwer, No; nor will I abhor to ſay, That #3 
ſenſu forenſi, I am one political Perſon with Chriſt, 
and am perfefly holy and obedient 'by and in him, 
and died and redeemed tny fſc]f by him, when he 
{hall prove them to be Scripture Phraſes : But I de- 
fire the Reader hot to be to fond, ( pardon the 
word ) as by this bare queſtion to be enticed ro be- 
lieve, that it is any of the meaning of thoſe Texts 
that uſe that Phraſe which he mentioneth, that 
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e4 by God to have himſelt perſonally died a violess 


mith the reputation, that we were pe 


ſ Legally, or in ſenſu forenſi, every Believer is eſteem; 


death on the Croft, and to have been buried, and 19 
bave riſen again, and aſcended into Heaven, nox 
yct to be now there in Glory,becauſe Chritt did and 
doth all this in our very Legal Perſon. Let hin 
but 1. conſider the Text, 2. aud Expolitors, 
3, and the Analogy of Faith, and he will find ang- 
ther ſehſe 3 viz. That we ſo Ive by Faith on a dying, 
buried; riſcn and glorified Saviour, as that as ſuch 
he dwelleth objefiively in our Hearts, and we partake 
ſo of the Fruns of his Death, Burial, and Reſur- 
rection, and Glory, as that we follow him 11 a Holy 1 
Communion, being dead and buried to the World and 
Sin, and riſew to newneſs of Life, believing that by 
his Power we ſhall perſonally, after our death and 
burial, riſe alſo u#to Glory. IT will confeſs that we 
are perfedtly holy and obedient by and in Chriſt, as 
far as we are now dead, buried, and riſen in 
him. 
$. 6- And here I will ſo far look back, as to re- 
member, That he ( as ſome others ) confidently 
telieth us, That | the Law bound us both to perfelt lc 
Obedience, and to puniſpment for our ſin, and theres "8 
fore pardon by our owh ſuffering in Chriſt, :may fland 1. 
WA, Obedient 

and Righteous in Chriſt. | F 

Anſw. And to what purpoſe is 1t to diſpute x; 
long, where {© notorious a contradiction is not or- |, 
ly not diſcerned, but obtruded as tantum non ne- iN | 
ccli-ry to our Orthodoxnets, it not to our Salva- ſy 
tion? Iask him,” W, 

1, Was not Chrilt as our Mediator perfectly ho- I 
ly habitually, and z2ctually, without Original or Þ ; 
Actual Sin ? ' - ih 


1 CS Toy. Yer. 


WAY 


: 
% 


» 2; If all this be reputed tobe _ "2 our alot T- 
ſubjecied in and done by our ſelves political, or w 


ſenſu forenſiz Are we not then reputed 74 forn, to 


have no origiual or actual fin, but to have inno-. 
cently fulfilled all the Law, from the firſt hour of 
our lives to the laſt? Are we reputed innocent in; 


Chrilt,' as to oxe part only of our lives; ( if ſo; 
which is 1t? ) of as toall? - — a. 

3- If as to all, is it not a contradidion that-in 
[aw-{enſe, we are reputed perfe&ly Holy and In- 
nocent, and yet ſinners. Lo 

4. And can he have need of Sacrifice or Pardon, 
that 15 reputed never to have tinned ( legally ) ? 

5. It he will ſay that in Law-ſenſe, we. have or 
are two Perſo25, let him expound the word Perſons 
only, as of ©ualttzez and Relations, (nothing to 
Qur Caſe in hand) 3 or elſe ſay alſo, That as we 
are holy and perfect in one of our own Perſons, and 
ſrful, unrighteous, or ungodly in another; fo a Man 
ay be 1n Heaven in one of his own Perſons, and 


on Earth, yea and in Hell in the other : And if he 


mean that the fame Man is juſtified in his Perſ6n in 
Chrilt, and condemned in his other Perſon 3 confi- 
der which of theſe is the Phyſical Pcrſon, for L 

think its that which is like to ſuffer. -- _ 
F. 7. pag. 224: He hath another touch at my 
Epiltle, bat gently forbeareth contradiction as. to 
Num, 8, And he ſaith fo little to the 11th,a5 need- 
th no anſwer. i  - 
$3. pag- 127. He affaulteth the firſt Nm. of 
BY. 13. That we all agree againſt auy conceit of: 
EY that are againſt or inſtead of the free Mercy of 
Ld | GE, } 
rh what hath he againſt this ? Why that 
O23 whict 
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i, I” _ 
which taketh up many pages of his Book, and 
ſeemeth his chief. ſirength in.moſt of his Conteſ}, 


232. | The Papiſts ſay the ſame | and | ſo ſaith Bel. | | 


larmine |. It's ſtrange that the ſame kind of Men 
that deride Faxatick Sefaries, for crying out in 


Church-Controverſies, | O Antichriſtian Popery, 
Bellarmine, &c. | ſhould be of the ſame Spirit, and 


take the ſame courſe in greater Matters, and not 
perceive it, nor acknowledg their agreement with 
them ! But as Mr. F. Humfrey faith in the foreſaid 
Pook of the word | Schiſm, Schiſm | oft canted 
out againſt them, that will not ſacrilegiouſly ſur. 
render their Conſciences, or deſert their Miniſtry, 
[ The great Bear hath been ſo oft led through the 
ftreets, that now the Boys lay by all fear, and laugh 
or make ſport at him | ſo (ay I of this Sectarian Bug- 
bear, | Popery, Antichriſtian, Bellarmine | cither 
the Papilis really fay as we do, or they do not. It 
not, is this Doctor more to be blamed for making 
- them better than they are, or for making, vs worſe ? 
which ever it be,Trath ſhould defend Truth. If they 
_ do, I heartily rejoyce, and it ſhall be none of my 
Iabour any more (whatcver I did in my Confeſſion 
of Faith) to prove that they do not. Let who 
will manage ſuch ungrateftul Work. For my part, 
I take it for a'better Character of any Opin!on, that 
Papiſis and Protctiants agree in it, than that the 
Proteſtants hold it alone. And ſo much for | Px 
fiſts and Bellarmixe | though I think I know bet- 
ter what they teach, than his Book will truly tel 

IT: Cs 
8.9. But he addeth, | Humane Fuſtifying IYork 
are in reality adverſe to the free Mercy of God, there 
fore to be accounted of no value to Righteouſueſs I 
Ani 


(197 ) 
Anſw. 1. But whoſe. phraſe is 'Fuſtifyinp Works ? 
2. Doth not the Holy Ghoſt fay, That a Man is 
juſtified by Works, and not by Faith only? Jam.2. 

Doth not Chriſt fay, By thy words thou ſhalt 
be iſtified ? 

4. Do not I over and over tell the World, That 
] hold Juſtification by Works in no ſenſe, but as 
ſignifying the fame as | According to Works] which 
you own? And- ſo both Name and Thing are Cons 
tciſed by you to be. Scriptural. 

«I on before detired the Reader to- turn to 
the wounds: [_ Righteous, Riphteouſneſs, Fuſtificati- 
04, GC | in h1s: Concordance. And it there he 
hod Righteonſneſſ mentioned as confilting in ſome 
Ads of Man, many hundred times; Jet him next 
lay it he dare, that they are to be 'had+in no price 
zo Righteouſneſs : Or let him read: the Texts cited 
by me in my Confeſton of Faith, + 

6. Becaule, *Fazth, Repentance,: Love, Obedi- 
ence, are that-whoſe fincerity is to he judged in or- 
der to our Life or Death ere long 3 I will not ſay 
tnat they are to be vilifed as to fuch a Righteoul- 
neſs or Juſtification, as confiſteth in our vindicati- 
on from the charge of Impenitency, Infidelity, 
Unholineſs, Hypocrifie, &c. The reading of Mate 
25, reſolved me for this Opinion. - * 

$. 10. Next he noteth our deteſting ſuch Works 
as are againlt or inſtead of Chritt*s Sacrifice, Righ- 
teouſncls, Merits, &c, To this we have the old 
Cant, The Papiſts ſay the like. 

Reader, I proved that the generality of Protc- 
ſtants are agreed in all thoſe twenty Particulars, 


even in all the material Dodtrines about Man's 


Works and Juliitication, while this warlike Doctor 
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(198) 
would ſet ns all together by the ears ſtill, he j, 
over-ruled to aſſert that the Papiſts alſo are agree 
with us. The more the better, I am glad if it bi 
iſ, and will here end with ſo welcome a Concluſi 
on, that maketh us all herein to be Friends : only 
adding, That when he ſaith that | ſzch are all Fork 
whatever, ( even Faith it ſelf ) which are called iny 
the very leaſt part of Fuſtificatton } T1; even as a Condi. 
tion or ſubordinate perſonal Evangelical Righteouſ- 
eſt, ſuch as Chrilt and James, and a hundred 
Texts of Scripture aſlert 3 I anſwer, I cannot be. 
lieve him, till I ceaſe believing the Scriptures to be 
true; which I hope will never be : And am ſorry 
that ſo worthy a Man can believe ſo groſs an Opj: 
nion, upon no better reaſons than he giveth : And 


yet imagine, that had I the opportunity of free 


conference with him, I could force him to manifef, 
That he himſelf differeth from us but in meer words 
or ſecond Notions, while he hot] y proclaimeth a 
greater diſcord, 


